West Berlin — 
Stronghold of Reaction 
Hotbed of Warmongers 


A documentation on the “front line city" policy 
of the West Berlin Senate 


Introduction 


The Committee for German Unity presents to the public documents on 
the danger for peace in Europe which emanates from West Berlin: 
West Berlin NATO politicians have given this part of the German 
capital the significant name of “front line city’. Rightly so, since 
West Berlin has for years been the centre of the “cold war” in Europe, 
the front line city of the aggressive NATO strategists and revenge; 
seeking German monopolists and militarists. 


It is to be hoped that these documents will provide a true picture of 
what really goes on behind the scenes in the “front line city’’ of West 


Berlin, falsely called a “ haven of democracy and freedom”, 


West Berlin is a jungle of refuge for adventurers who have survived 
from the nazi period, for bought subjects of the various espionage 
agencies, for people who have lost all moral hold. These are now 
being trained as provocateurs, for sabotage and every other 
imaginable kind of crime against the German Democratic Republic and 
the other European People’s Democracies. A conflict originating in West 
Berlin could, in view of the city’s special situation, involve the whole 
world. From this point of view, what happens in West Berlin — usually 
not reported to the public — is of general interest to all responsible 
statesmen, members of parliament as well as to the European people 
themselves, 


This documentation shows by means of authentic material that the old 
nazis, the worst representatives of the nazi rule of terror, again occupy 
key positions in the administration, in the police and in the judicia| 
apparatus of West Berlin. Twenty-three judges, proved to have taken 
part in terror trials and to have sent antifascists to the scaffold, are 
now in office in West Berlin. Amongst these is Dr. Arthur Neumann, now 
Senate president of the West Berlin district social court, who during 
the trial of nazi Field Marshal Schoerner was revealed as having 
ordered the shooting of German soldiers and officiers in his capacity 
of senior military court councillor, He also served on_ ,special 
duty” in France. This man, who even called himself a “bloody judge” 
— in the letter included in this documentation — is again in office in 


West Berlin and draws a large salary from the Senate. 


On the other hand, our documents also show that the most consistent 
antifascist resistance fighters have for years been persecuted again in 
West Berlin. Citizens who belong to parties and organisations legally 
registered in West Berlin, but who do not fall in with NATO and “front 
line’ policy, as well as people who belong to no political party but 
state openly that they are in favour of peace, security and 
understanding between the peoples, are subject to political and 


material reprisals. 


This is in line with the idea publicised by the new West German 
Minister of Justice, Schaeffer, at a recent meeting of the Christian 
Social Union in Lower Saxony, where under the slogan, “The Jews are 
our misfortune”, he claimed that compensation payments to victims of 
fascism were threatening West Germany with inflation. The Social 
Democratic Party Press Service, on December 17th 1957, commented 
on this as follows: 

“Those who were persecuted and trodden underfoot during the Third Reich, 


who suffered untold misery in the concentration camps, and the relatives of 


those who were beaten to death or executed, are again to be the first 


victims of a ruinous policy. The planned expenditure for rearmament, and 
further expenditure which is to be expected, is far and away higher than 


the expenditure on compensation payments.” 


West Berlin has become a centre of anti-peace policy and of cold war 
against the German Democratic Republic. Chauvinism and a revenge- 
seeking policy are producing the strangest fruits here, and are turning 


West Berlin into a powder barrel of Central Europe. 


Careful readers of this documentation, for whose genuineness we 
guarantee, although it cannot claim to be complete, will draw their 
own conclusions. We hope that all who feel a responsibility for the 
peace of Europe will realise that this state of affairs must be changed, 


for it threatens the security of all. 


West Berlin is the powder keg of the NATO powers and, as this 
documentation shows, it is the old German nazis, militarists and 


warmongers who hold the fuse in their hands. 


To know the truth about West Berlin and to spread this knowledge is 
also a useful contribution to the maintenance of peace in Europe. 


January 1958 


Committee for German Unity 


I. New Power for Old Nazis 


1. Fascists and Militarists 
in the West Berlin Administration 


Number and Salaries of rehabilitated nazi officials (131'ers) 


As elsewhere in the West German Federal Republic the “Law on the 
Legal Position of Persons Falling under Article 131 of the Consti- 
tution” (131-er Law, May 11th 1951) makes it possible for nazi ele- 
ments to find their way back into the West Berlin administration. 
The “front line” politicians did their best to push these elements 
again into positions of importance, and to eliminate democratically 
minded persons who since 1945 had built up the new administration. 


According to paragraphs 12 and 13 of the law, every public office is 
compelled to fill twenty per cent of the available positions with 
former nazi civil servants and to use twenty per cent of its salary 
fund for these persons. If this percentage is not reached, 25 per cent 
of the unused amount—ie., a fine—has to be handed over. These fines 
are paid, in the final analysis, by all those tax-payers who have 
suffered the consequences of the Hitlerite war. 


Mayor Amrehn (Christian Democratic Union) and Senator for In- 
ternal Affairs Lipschitz (Social. Democrat) informed the West Berlin 
parliament on September 8th 1956 that at that time 19.11 per cent 
of the salary fund and 18.01 per cent of the available posts were 
going to former 13l-ers. In consequence 600,767 marks had to be 
handed over for the period from October Ist 1955 to March 31st 1956 
(Report No. 33 of the President of the West Berlin Parliament). So 
the people of West Berlin had to hand over 600,009 marks of their 
taxes to finance the pension fund for unemployed 131-ers. 


On April 4th 1957 the West German Federal Parliament passed the 
second part of the 13l-er Law, which not only increased the number 
of persons involved by about 90,000 but also considerably increased 
their allowances. An additional 300 million marks were allocated for 
this purpose. This means increased expenditure for West Berlin too. 
On September 3rd 1956 the West Berlin senate re-affirmed its 
“front line” policy and its intention to interfere in the internal affairs 
of the East Berlin administration by encouraging and supporting the 
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fascist elements living there as well. The West Berlin paper “Tag: 
of September 4th 1956 reported: 


“After a considerable interval the Senate again took up the questio, 
of the 13l-ers. A draft resolution was accepted according to which 
preliminary to a legal regulation, arrangements shall be made to 
provide regular but revocable assistance to persons living in Eag 
Berlin and its suburbs whose claims would be valid under tha 
13l-er law... 


This assistance can equal the sum which would have otherwise bee, 
paid to them as pension; it is payable as from July Ist 1956. Abou 
460,000 marks are necessary for this purpose during the financia| 
year 1956. Up to now 445 such applications for pensions have been 
received.” 


The following list indicates how large a number of nazi civil servants 
is already employed in the West Berlin administration. The list was 
taken from the Report No. 33, September 15th 1956, of the Presi. 
dent of the West Berlin Parliament. It shows how paragraphs 12 
and 13 of the 13l-er Law have been applied in the various depart. 
ments of the West Berlin administration. 


0/, of Salaries Paid %/ of Posts 


Out (§ 12) given (§ 13) 

West Berlin Parliament .... . 29.71 21.05 
Senator for Labour and Social 

Affairs (Labour). . . . . « « -« 27.19 19.23 
Senator for Labour and Social 

Affairs (Soc. Affairs) . . . . = » 18.09 30.90 
Senator for Building and Housing . 20.74 23.70 
Senator for Public Health... . 16.76 18.07 
Senator for Internal Affairs .. . 17.60 27.36 
Senator for Youth and Sport. . . 6.93 14.18 
Senator for Transport and Public 

DtTHtIES: 6. “Si RD ee SS es we 24.28 15.48 
Senator for Education .... .» 13.54 16.88 
Administration of Universities, 

Technical Institutes, Scientific 

Libraries etc. . . « « © »© «© © « 16.75 15.29 
Senator for Economy and Credit . 29.02 30.65 


a a a a ee 
0/4, of Salaries Paid ° of Posts 


Out (§ 12) given (§ 13) 
een nee 
senator for Finance, 
Occupation costs. .. . a 21.53 24.00 
senator for Finance, ree oe 43.11 34.21 
District Finance Office-Taxes .. 34,38 29.43 
Pistrict Finance Office—Customs. . 90.39 39.34 
District Finance Office—Chief 
Customs Office Hansa. . . .. . 63.20 91.05 
Senator for Justice, Judicial 
authorities «< . 6 6 «©. «© » «© * 32.893 28.58 
senator for Justice, 
Administration .. . =. 24.38 30.77 
Senator for Federal Republic 
Affairs ... : eo. 4 30.28 31.58 
Higher sdministeative on je He 61.53 54.79 
Administrative court . . . . « . 40.37 43.69 
Reich Patent Office—Executors . . 61.41 58.62 
Auditors’ office . . . 2. « 6 « « 31.94 30.86 
Police headquarters, administrative 
police. . . . é a ae ee 32.38 27.21 
Office for maps oe ihoamakine ; 67.55 100.00 
Technical University . .... - 12.74 17.59 


The above summary shows the actual percentage of posts occupied 
by 13l-ers compared to the total number of posts available as well 
as the percentage of their salaries compared to the total sums 
available for salaries in the respective offices. It reveals that the 
most important offices in the West Berlin senate have already far 
exceeded their legal 20°/) share of 138l-ers. The requirements of 
paragraphs 12 and 13 of the 13l-er Law refer only to civil servants 
and not to employees in the administration. It is therefore evident, 
that it is the leading positions in which former nazi civil servants 
are re-employed. 


It is characteristic of the West Berlin senate that the largest number 
of former nazi civil servants is to be found in important posts of 
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the internal affairs departments. The fact that the percentage paig 
out in salary is often higher than the percentage of the perscribeg 
budgetary amount shows. that just the highly paid—ie. the leading 
and influential—positions are occupied by civil servants who wij]. 
ingly carried out the nazi policy during the Hitlerite era and are 
busily pursuing a similar policy today. 


The percentages given by Senator Lipschitz—19.11 9) under § 12 ang 
18.01 °f, under § 13—apply to all central and district administra. 
tive offices of West Berlin. If, howewer, only the decisive centra] 
administrative offices are taken into consideration, it becomes clear 
that over 50%) more persistent nazis have been slipped into their old 
influential positions than the senate would have been required to 
reinstate under the infamous 131l-er Law. 


They hold the reins again 


In the summer of 1957 at least 18,000 former nazi civil servants had 
already been reinstated with their former rank in the West Berlin 
administration. 


Senator Lipschitz is responsible for this. In order to preserve the 
West Berlin senate’s screen of democracy and not to admit too 
openly how much encouragement is given to 13l-ers, Lipschitz 
ordered an investigation in February 1956 against thirty or forty 
civil servants who were in positions even higher than what was 
approved under the law. Their open support of fascism and the high 
positions which they had occupied would have called for restrictions 
even under the most generous law. Before the investigation began, 
the “Telegraf” reported, on February 3rd 1956: 


“The senator suspects that some of those responsible (for the employ- 
ment of these persons) are themselves not above reproach.” 


The fact that the results of the investigation were never published 
leads to the conclusion that too many brown spots were found on 
too many supposedly white shirts. 

Some examples will show the sort of fascist elements which, with 
the help of higher senate authorities, are able to slip into the West 
Berlin administration again. 


Senate Councillor Hans von Malcomes 


was official SS legal adviser with the rank of SS Hauptsturmfuhrer 
in the nazi period. He is today senate councillor in the department 


for Federal German affairs in Bonn. When Malcomes was questioned 
gs a witness for the defence at the trial of former SS Standarten- 
fuehrer Himpe—(he had been playing cards in the next room when 
four persons were shot dead)—as to whether he had been perturbed 
by the shooting, he answered: “No. The Fuehrer had stopped the 
proceedings against the SS-men involved. And that was the end of 
the matter for me.” 


(Parliamentary Report, No. 355, January 10th 1955.) 


Dr. Erttel 


was adjutant to the Berlin city commandant under the nazis and has 
signed hundreds of death warrants in that capacity. Until recently 
he worked as district councillor in the Department for Social Affairs, 
in the section dealing with recognition of victims of fascism. He 
now draws a large pension. 


Saleina, Reinickendorf, General Woyna StraBe 67, 


is today a well-paid employee of the Underground Construction 
Office in Charlottenburg. He was formerly a Sturmfuehrer in SS 
Storm Troop 42, and is responsible for innumerable crimes com- 
mitted by this unit. 


By his orders young Gerhard Pohl of Sickinger Strasse 73 was 
bestially beaten up on May Ist 1933 at the SS center in Genter 
Strasse, Wedding, because he had said “Good evening” instead of 
“Heil Hitler”. Pohl died of his wounds shortly afterwards. 


SS-Fuehrer Saleina is a well to do real estate owner. In one of his 
houses, Berliner Strasse 104, the anti-fascist Fritz Mattei was dragged 
out of his home by a band of brutal SS bandits—friends of Saleina— 
and before his mother’s very eyes half beaten to death on the stairs. 
Mattei died in one of the cellars where the nazis murdered their 
victims, 


Wolfram Muellerberg, (Christian Democratic Union), 
vicepresident of the Berlin Parliament, was a member of 
the Stahlhelm from 1933 to 1934, 


of the SA from 1934 to 1945, 

of the nazi lawyers’ association from 1933 to 1945, 
of the Reich Colonial Bund from 1940 to 1945, and 
of the Air Raid Protection Bund from 1940 to 1945. 


Ulrich Kanthack (Free People’s Party), 


was deputy Reich Defence Commissar for Berlin and member of the 
nazi party. He is today government director in the Senate fo, 
Internal Affairs, head of Department III. 


Dr. Lachmann 


was a member of the nazi party from May Ist 1933—membership 
No. 2,010,646—with the rank of block leader. He now works in the 
Department for Internal Affairs in West Berlin. 


Alfons Waltzog 


is a member of the West Berlin parliament and of the parliamentary 
administrative commission. During the nazi period he was senior 
government councillor in Goering’s Air Ministry. 


SS Leaders Again Occupy Senior Posts in West Berlin 
Police Force 


The West Berlin police force, headed by Social Democrat Stumn,, is 
a favourite retreat of former SS leaders and other former active 
nazis. This significant fact was to a certain extent brought into the 
cpen by an article which appeared in the “Telegraf” on June 16th 
1956. Under the headline “Himmler’s ‘Gorilla’ with the Kripo 
(criminal police)—Former SS leaders in (West) Berlin Police Force”, 
the “Telegraf” wrote: 
“What are citizens to think of a police force which contains high 
officers who were formerly members of the much-feared national 
socialist security police—an organisation which drowned in blood all 
opposition to Hitler?” 
However, the “Telegraf” softpedals the affair by printing only the 
initials of these former SS leaders and contents itself with the state- 
ment that the West Berlin police should have the task of “safe 
guarding democratic law’. The full names of these West Berlin 
criminal police officers are: 


Hans Jueterbog, 


head of DepartmentI in the Police Presidium. DepartmentI deals 
with political offences. Jueterbog was formerly an SD officer and 
belonged to Himmler’s family bodyguard. ‘Gorilla’ Jueterbog received 
a gold watch from Himmler as a special token of regard. 
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Heinz Mueller and Bruno Reichert 


poth occupy leading positions in the Berlin district criminal investi- 
gation office. Both were SS Haupt Sturmfuehrer and members of 
the nazi party. 


Togotzes, 


criminal investigation director in West Berlin Police Headquarters, 
head of a West Berlin murder commission, was an SS Sturmbann- 
fuehrer and member of the nazi party. 


{Verner Menzel, 


criminal investigation councillor, chief inspector of the Tiergarten 
criminal investigation department, was formerly an SS Obersturm- 
pannfuehrer. 


Paul Sperber, 


head of the Wilmersdorf criminal investigation department, formerly 
SS Hauptsturmfuehrer, member of the Gestapo and of Himmler’s 
Security Police, was also a member of the following nazi organi- 
sations: Stahlhelm, Nazi Winter Relief Organisation, Nazi Altherrn- 
bund, Reich Air Raid Protection Bund, Nazi Motor Corps and Nazi 
Party. 


Kutschka, 


criminal investigation commissar, has considerable authority in 
deciding on the re-employment of former nazi police officers. He was 
himself a member of the nazi party and is now busily getting this 
old friends back into the police force. Kutschka reached his present 
position with the help of a falsified affidavit. But papers available in 
the Document Center in West Berlin proved that Kutschka had 
applied to join the nazi party on December 23rd 1939 and was 
accepted on March Ist 1940. This was admitted in answer to a 
question in the Berlin parliament, but it was clear from the answer 
given by Senator Amrehn (Christian Democratic Union) that the 
senate has no intention whatever of taking action against Kutschka. 
The Police President wrote to Allied Headquarters on April 12th 1954 
as follows: 


“The attitude of criminal investigation commissar Kutschka at work 
has hitherto given no grounds to doubt his democratic views and 
behaviour... 
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The above-mentioned circumstance gives me no cause to take dis. 
ciplinary measures against Herr Kutschka. With reference to Regy. 
lation BK/0(49) 123; section 7, I have no objections to his serving 
with. the police.” 

(West Berlin Parliamentary Reports, No. 32) 


Former SS leaders and Gestapo officers who ousted democratic 
police officers after 1933, took part in the persecution of antifascists 
or belonged to execution commandos in the occupied countries, have 
also found their way into other departments. 


Nazi Judges Back in Office 


The Committee for German Unity has published evidence that 
hundreds of Hitlerite judges who sent countless people of many 
European countries to their deaths today occupy well-paid posts in 
the West German judicial system. According to present information, 
twenty-three of these are employed in West Berlin. 


Domann 


Formerly: public prosecutor, prosecutor in the “People’s Court”, 
today: public prosecutor in West Berlin. 

In May 1943 Domann prosecuted, amongst others, the French citizens 
Luzian Rohmer, Anna Rohmer, Raymond Rohmer and Marie Pfeiffer 
for patriotic activity, in the “people’s court”. Luzian and Anna Roh- 
mer were condemned to death on May 18th 1943. The two others 
were sentenced to prison and hard labour. 


In November 1944 Dohmann prosecuted, amongst others, the Ger- 
mans Rolf Utzschneider, Kamillus Thro, Marie Dahlem, Bertha 
Mosser, Therese Schneider, Nikolaus Schneider, Josef Schneider and 
Helene Nagler for antifascist activity, in the people’s court. Utz- 
schneider, Thro, Dahlem and Mosser were sentenced to death on 
November 21st 1944. The others were sentenced to hard labour or 
prison. 


Dr. Lell 
Formerly: public prosecutor, prosecutor in the “People’s Court”, 
today: public prosecutor in West Berlin. 


In November 1937 Lell prosecuted, amongst others, the German Erika 
Bielang for antifascist activity, in the people’s court. She was 
sentenced to death on November 18th 1937. 
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Dr. Hinke 


Formerly: district court councillor, judge in Berlin Special Court II], 
today: appeals court councillor in West Berlin. 


On July 12th 1943 he sentenced, amongst others, the Frenchmen 
Maurice Pariset, Emilienne Flement, Roger Badal, the Italians Veris 
Cirelli, Marcel Fouquet, Roger Joes, the stateless persons Olga Bro- 
dianski, Nisetas Saklagne, Hermann Baendel and the Frenchwomen 
Charlotte Psarakis, Jaqueline Marillier, Wally Wagner, Frieda Koehl 
and Klara Hoeppel for alleged crimes against nazi special laws. 
Pariset, Flament, Cirelli and Brodianski were sentenced to death and 
executed in September 1943. The others were sentenced to long 
sentences of prison and hard labour. 

On September 30th 1944 he sentenced the Czechs Jaroslav Bartosek, 
Franz Blessl, Mojmir Propac, Jean Valesky, Franz Hevzig, Stanislav 
Marek, Rudolf Marek, Edmund Koerper, Vlasta Krivankova, Gerda 
Melchert, Were Rahn, Lubomir Jaros and Josef Streyc for alleged 
crimes against nazi special laws. 

Bartosek, Kropac, Valesky, Hevzig, Stanislav and Rudolf Marek were 
sentenced to death and executed on October 20th 1944. The others 
were sentenced to hard labour and prison. 


Herfurth 
Formerly: District court councillor, judge in Berlin Special Court II, 
today: appeals court councillor in West Berlin. 


He sentenced the German Otto Bukowsky to death on October 29th 
1942 for alleged crimes against nazi special laws, 


Neuhaus 
Formerly: district court councillor, prosecutor in Berlin Special 
Court II, 
today: appeals court councillor in West Berlin. 


Amongst others, Neuhaus prosecuted the German Hertha Heink in 
November 1942 for alleged crimes against nazi special laws. Hertha 
Heink was sentenced to death on November 14th 1942, 


Richert 
Formerly: district court councillor, judge in the Elbing Special Court, 
today: public prosecutor in West Berlin. 


On February 19th 1943 Richert sentenced the German Richard Zim- 
mermann to death for alleged crimes against nazi special laws. Zim~< 
mermann was executed on April Sth 1943. 
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Dr. Schabronath 


Formerly: district court councillor, judge in Berlin Special Court, 
today: district court councillor in West Berlin. 


Amongst others he condemned five French citizens to death and 
three others to long sentences of hard labour and prison for alleged 
crimes against nazi special laws. Associated with him was Dr. Pell- 
mann, now administrative court director in Duesseldorf. 


Wehl 
Formerly: district court councillor, judge in Berlin Special Court, 
today: district court councillor in West Berlin. 


Wehl sentenced the following persons for alleged crimes against nazi 
special laws; 

on May 12th 1944, together with Dr. Hinz—now district court coun- 
cillor in Ratingen—the Germans Frieda Wittke, Gerhard Wittke, 
Theodonis Vogelaar and Oro Dell to death and other accused to hard 
labour and prison; 

on September 11th 1944, together with Dr. Holleit, now provincial 
court councillor in Munich, the Germans Hein Kratofill and Fritz 
Paykow to death and five other accused to hard labour and prison; 
on December 22nd 1943, amongst others, the Germans Heinrich 
Orawski, Walter Reinicke, Herbert Model, Reinhold Rosenthal, Marie 
Mueller, Rudolf Collin, Fritz Blank, Friedrich Aust, Bruno Capinsky 
and Elisabeth Capinsky. Orawsky was condemned to death. The 
others received sentences of hard labour and prison. 


Seiffert 
Formerly: district court councillor in Lodz Special Court, 
todays district civil court councillor in West Berlin. 


Amongst others Seiffert sentenced the German Alfons Reger to death 
for alleged crimes against nazi special laws on September 9th 1942. 


Rehfeld 
Formerly: district court councillor, judge in Berlin Special Court, 
today: district court councillor in West Berlin. 


Rehfeld sentenced, amongst others, the following Frenchmen to 
death for alleged crimes against nazi special laws, on July 28th 1944: 
René Riebe, Georges Dalmand, Maurice Barré, Maurice Druhamel, 
Damiel Crison and Jean Rentens. They were executed on August 
25th 1944. 
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On August 3rd 1944 he sentenced the following French citizens to 
death for alleged crimes against nazi special laws: 


Louis Cognard, Maurice Bachet, Jean Boutin, Georges Vasible, Ray- 
mond Vachet. They were executed in August and December of 1944. 
Associated with Rehfeld in the trial were the above-mentioned 
Dr. Pellmann and Dr. Schabronath. 


Feissel 
Formerly: public prosecutor in Berlin Special Court, 
today: senior public prosecutor in West Berlin. 
Gfroerer 
Formerly: appeals court councillor, 
today: appeals court councillor in West Berlin. 
Imme 
Formerly: public prosecutor in Berlin Special Court, 
today: senior public prosecutor in the West Berlin appeals court. 
Lundquist 
Formerly: public prosecutor in Rostock special court, 
today: public prosecutor in West Berlin. 
Soentgen 
Formerly: public prosecutor in Berlin special court, 
today: senior public prosecutor in West Eerlin. 
Gebert 
Formerly: senior provincial court councillor in Posen, 
today: district court councillor in West Berlin (Charlottenburg). 


Vile No. 20 Js 48/44 (41). 

On August 21st 1944 he condemned the German railway worker 
Paul Korpus of Lodz to seven years’ hard labour for sabotaging the 
war effort through “repeated defeatist utterances with a tendency 
to discredit conditions in Germany, made even worse by a remark 
about dwindling morale in the German Wehrmacht”, 


Dr. Goerner 


Formerly: district court councillor in Posen special court, 
today: first public prosecutor in West Berlin. 
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Tacik 
Formerly: public prosecutor in Berlin special court, 
today: first public prosecutor in West Berlin. 


Krause 


Formerly: first public prosecutor in Ozawa, 
is on the Czech list of war criminals (A—6/287), 


today: district court councillor in West Berlin. 
Pollok 

Formerly: district court councillor in Posen special court, 

today: district court councillor in West Berlin. 


Dr. Goercke, Hans H. 


Formerly: military court councillor in a field court in France, 
teday: general public prosecutor in West Berlin District court. 
In May 1940 in a trial north-east of Paris he prosecuted the driver 
Werner Prillwitz and Sergeant Schreiber to death and to 15 years’ 
hard labour respectively, for “undermining the war effort” through 
“fraternisation”. The accused had helped a French family to return 
to their home village. 


Dr. Taeniges, Reinhard 
Formerly: military court councillor in a field court in France, 
today: Senate president in the West Berlin appeals court. 
He passed the sentences on Prillwitz and Schreiber according to 
Dr. Goercke’s request. In an appeal trial he changed functions with 
Dr. Goercke, but the sentence was not reversed. 


Dr. Neumann 

Formerly: senior military court councillor in Poland and France, 
today: senate president in the West Berlin District social court. 
Dr. Neumann was involved in the trial against Field Marshal 
Schoerner in October 1957. He was not sworn in as a witness because 
of the strong suspicion that he was himself implicated in the 
arbitrary executions ordered by Schoerner. As early as November 
1939 Neumann proudly called himself a “bloody” judge. 


2. Militarist Organisations in West Berlin 


1,122 old soldiers’ associations, including forty-five of the Waffen-SS, 
exist today in the West German Federal Republic and in West Berlin, 
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The Bonn government follows one of the worst traditions of the 
German imperial and nazi eras in supporting these associations. It 
js typical for the “front line policy” pursued by the West Berlin 
administration that neo-fascist soldiers’ associations are chiefly con- 
centrated here. Up to the present there are known to be 74 such 
organisations in West Berlin. They are suffered in silence and even 
encouraged by the West Berlin senate. 


The “Stahthelm" (Front Soldiers’ Bund) 


The Berlin association is organised in three Gau’s and 20 local 
groups. Offices: Berlin-Charlottenburg, Mommsenstrasse 13. 


Committee: 

Curth, Alfred, district leader, 
Curth was a captain in the nazi Wehrmacht, owns a factory 
making office folders in Berlin-Halensee, 

Grammelsdorf, gau leader. 
Grammelsdorf was a Lieutenant Colonel in the nazi Wehr- 
macht and had an evil reputation as chauvinist, 

Groebel, Berlin manager 

Ohl, young Stahlhelm leader 

Kuehl, Scharnhorst leader 

Annenhofer, in charge of social affdirs 

Purbs, responsible for organisation and publicity 

Bialuch, Stahlhelm Women’s League (Queen Louise League) 

Kammin, responsible for finances 

Tietsch, Adalbert, in charge of counter espionage. 


Branch organisations of the Stahlhelm are the Scharnhorstjugend 
(school children up to 14), the Young Stahlhelm (young people 
over 14) and the Queen Louise League. It publishes its own paper, 
“Der Stahihelm’’, 


The Stahlhelm has not changed its character. It is still monarchist- 
fascist. If works mainly against the organised workers and trade 
unions. As in the Federal Republic the Stahlhelm comes out in uni- 
form with black-white-and red flags (the Reich military flag). 


The Kyffhaeuser Bund 


This organisation has groups in all West Eerlin districts. It is 
organised in military style. Members are mainly soldiers who fought 
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in World War I. It has only a few members who fought in World 
War Two. Special youth groups are now being organised. Members 
attend meetings in uniform. 


The Kyffhaeuser Bund wishes to gather all old soldiers’ associations 
and the Stahlhelm into one organisation, built up on the “Fuehrer” 
principle. At a meeting which took place in the spring of 1955, the 
West Berlin committee member Stollberg announced that the pur- 
pose of such unification would be to “raise a more threatening fist 
against the reds of the Social Democratic Party, the Socialist Unity 
Party and the trade unions”, 


Committee: 

von Mackensen, former Lieutenant General, chairman 
von Kumowsky, Johannes, deputy chairman 
Nordhues, A., manager 

Office: Berlin-Lichterfelde-West, Asternplatz 2 
Journal: ‘Der Kyffhaeuser” 

West Berlin membership: about 1,000. 


HIAG 

(Mutual Help Association of Former Waffen-SS Soldiers) 
Committee: 
Schneider, Wolfram, chair- Strauss, Willi 

man Roedel, Werner 
Schillat, Gerhard, deputy Kaiser, Harald 

chairman Knospe, Max 
Kieling, Kurt, manager Meier, Wolfgang 
Fisfeld, Herbert hi Schober, Karl 

= 3 - arty Sashes Krug, Engelbert 

Reise, Maria Kellner, Willi 
Orlowski, Guenther Eysell, Otto 
Buchhardt, Gerhard Hartmann, Wilhelm 
Viesmann, Margot Wolff, Werner 


HIAG is the cover organisation camouflaging the former SS. It calls 
itself a research organisation for tracing missing persons. Members 
are mainly former active SS-men, Gestapo agents, concentration 
camp guards and other criminals. 


Its journal is “Der Freiwillige”’, which is not on sale to the public. 
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Association of German Soldiers (VdS) 

Jt has groups in all West Berlin districts. 

Committee: 

Hofmann, Albert, former nazi major, chairman 

Schmidt, Werner, manager. 
Most of the members of the Berlin branch are former nazi Wehr- 
macht officers: it has its own office in Berlin-Charlottenburg, Bern- 
purgstrasse 11. 
Attempts are being made to place the handling of welfare cases 
concerning soldiers and officers of the West German Federal Army 
under the care of the Association of German Soldiers also. 
Jts journal is ‘Soldat und Volk”. 
In addition to this big organisation there are a variety of ex-soldiers’ 
associations of different branches and units. Those in West Berlin 
include: 


Hilfsgemeinschaft der Baerenfreunde 
(Association of former soldiers of the 3rd Panzer Division) 

The 3rd Panzers were garrisoned in Berlin and called themselves 
—after the city’s emblem—the “Bears”. 

Committee: 

Feldhus, Friedrich, former Major, chairman 

Weiss, Harry, manager 

John, Wolfgang, responsible for propaganda (a regular bulletin 

is issued). 
The Baerenfreunde work closely with the other militarist and fascist 
organisations in West Berlin who attend their meetings as guests. 
They have branch organisations in all West German provinces and 
in Austria. They are particularly aggressive in West Berlin in their 
attitude towards workers, and they get help from the West Berlin 
senate. The workers prevented a big meeting of Baerenfreunde which 
had been planned for Whitsun 1955, and another big Reich meeting 
planned for May 25th and 26th 1957 also had to be abandoned be- 
cause of mass protest against it. 


Bund of Former Parachutists 
(Bund ehemaliger deutscher Fallschirmjiger) 
Berlin Section 
has groups in Neukoelln, Kreuzberg, Wedding, Steglitz and Char- 
lottenburg. The Berlin leader is former nazi Wehrmacht officer 
Droste. 
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Committee: 


Heinz Otto Jaeckel Herbert. Karaschewski 
Heinrich Mueller Herbert Baaske 
Horst Jochmann Gerdi Werner 


Willy Knapp 
Office: Berlin-Charlottenburg, Bismarckstrasse 11. 
This Bund cooperates with all fascist and militarist organisations 
in West Berlin and makes no attempt to hide the assistance it 
receives from the West Berlin administration: 


“Within our Kameradschaft we have a number of important persong 
who hold positions in the various departments and institutions of the 
city and are at all times ready to assist us,” 


68 other militarist associations 


The following militarist associations hide their activities under the 
slogan of “upholding comradeship and tradition”. They openly con- 
duct chauvinist propaganda at their meetings and call for revenge 
against the Soviet Union, the people’s democracies and the German 
Democratic Republic: 
Infantry Division 163, Regiment 307, 3rd Battalion—Chairman Hans 
Hoppenburg. 
Infantry Division 257 and Officers’ Kameradschaft of the 257th 
Infantry Division. 
Committee: 
Former Captain Friedrich Wilhelm Schmidt 
Ernst Korell 
Fritz Krueger 
Infantry Regiment 383 and Artillery Regiment 383—Chairman Theo 
Giese. 
Community of former RLB members. Chairman, Former Colonel 
Richard Waldschmidt. 
8th Panzer Division—Chairman Kurt Bender. 
43rd Reserve Division (22nd Reich Command)—Chairman, Ali Franke. 
King Friedrich WilhelmIV Grenadier Regiment (lst Pomeranian)~ 
Chairman, Ernst Kriesel. 
Von Marwitz Infantry Regiment (8th Pomeranian No. 61)—Chairman, 
W. Plume. 
Reserve Infantry Regiment 202, Chairman Ali Franke, 
1st Pomeranian Field Artillery Regiment No. 2—Chairman former, 
Major General Eckardt. 


20 


Lower Pomeranian Field Artillery Regiment No. 53—Chairman, 
Walter Perwo. 

Metz War College, 1909/1910—Chairman, Walter Rueckmann. 

Prussian Cavalry Regiment 4—Chairman, Gruenenberg. 

Association of Holders of the Knights Cross of the Iron Cross. 

(Office: Berlin-Lichterfelde-West, Jaegerndorfer Zeile 35.) 

Infantry Regiment 29, Panzer Grenadier Regiment 29 (8rd ID)— 
Chairman, Hermann Thiess. 

Infantry Regiment 121 (50th ID)— Chairman, Herbert Natho. 

Infantry Regiment 323 and Divisional Fighting School—Chairman, 
Hans Neumann. 

Panzer-Radio. Department 301—Chairman, Helmut Drummer. 

Former Pioneers Kameradschaft Berlin—Chairman, Ernst Krohn. 

Army Reconnaissance Regiment 511 (9th Army)—Chairman, Alfred 
Seidel. 

German Transport Officers’ Association—Chairman, Albert Kurt 
Oschmann. 

Transport Unit 3—Chairman, Helmut Simon. 

Cycle Unit 3, Flak Regiments 12, 22, 32—Chairman, Otto Strogies. 

Ist Anti-aircraft Regiment 64—Chairman, Hermann Eggers. 

Air Reconnaissance Forces—(Berlin Association)—Chairman, 
H. Griesse, 

Pilots Command E—Chairman, Georg Reetz. 

Air Force Intelligence School, Kladow-Hottengrund—Chairman, 
Valentin Boenke. 

Kameradschaft of Former Members of the Luftwaffe Guard Bat- 
talion—Chairman, B. Wagenknecht. 

Jueterbog Main Troop Assembly Centre—Office, VdS Steglitz, Schild- 
hornstrasse 72. 

Former Naval Deck-Officers~Chairman, Julius Leue. 

German Firemen’s Bund—Chairman, former Colonel Krehnke. 

Former Army Administration Troops—Chairman, E. Dochow. 


Union of Former Reich and Wehrmacht Administration, sections 
Supreme Headquarters of Army, Navy and Airforce—Chair- 
man, Erich Gentry. 


Anti-aircraft Officers’ Ring—Chairman, former Colonel Brehm, 
Association of Army Administration Troops—Chairman, Benno 


Rudolph. 
Panzer Anti-aircraft Unit 301—Chairman, Gerd Weiss. 


S. Panzer Division—Chairman, Kurt Bender. 
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Ex-Sailors’ Kameradschaft, Berlin—Chairman—Corvette Captain 
Max Biesel. 

Grenadier Regiment 309—Chairman, Gerhard Kloas. 

324th Infantry Division. 

Richthofen Squadron. 

Former 5th Guards. 

122nd Infantry Division (Greif Division). 

Grenadier Regiment 1/324, 

Grenadier Regiment 6/324. 

457th Infantry Division and Regiment. 

Former 903rd Army Coast Artillery. 

Artillery Regiment 41. 

Africa Corps—1914 to 1918. 

Former Members of the 3rd Recruiting District. 

3rd Panzer Grenadier Regiment. 

37th Motorised Division. 

50th Grenadier Division. 

687th Grenadier Division. 

Asia Corps. 

Panzer Anti-aircraft unit No. 301. 

457th Infantry Regiment. 

466th Infantry Regiment. 

477th Infantry Regiment. 

23rd Infantry Regiment. 

26th Infantry Division. 

76th Infantry Division. 

3rd Infantry Division. 

68th Infantry Division. 

Bund of Prussians. 

Conservative Association—Dr. Blume. 

People’s Movement for Kaiser and Reich. 

Bund of Front-line Soldiers, Old Stahlhelmers. 


All these organisations, with HIMG—the most aggressive and fascist- 
minded—in the lead, have the support of the West Berlin senate and 
of the Western occupation powers. We give a recent example of this. 
The first secretary of the Neukoelln district Socialist Unity Party, 
Heinz Thomaszik, received the following notice: 
“Notice. The public prosecutor accuses you of printing, having in 
your possession or distributing in Berlin on May 16th 1957, without 
permission of the Commandant of the American Sector or his 
representative, pamphlets containing derogatory remarks about the 
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western occupation forces and spreading rumours with the object of 
arousing the mistrust or enmity of the German people against the 
western occupation forces, provoking unrest or disturbances in the 
American Sector, and agitating for a totalitarian regime, since you 
permitted the printing of a leaflet headed ‘Workers of Neukoelln. 
Be watchful and prepared for struggle!’, A sentence of imprisonment 
for one month has been passed against you.” 

In fact the leaflet mentioned was exclusively directed against a HIAG 

meeting. It does not contain a single word against or about the 

occupation forces and does not even mention the fact that the West 

Berlin senate treats fascists leniently (which would be an under- 

statement). 

The leaflet reads: 
“In the senate-owned rooms of the Brauhaus in Schoeneberg, Baden- 
sche Strasse 25, Tel 717848, the HIAG organisation, i.e. former 
members of the Waffen-SS, intend to meet on May 18th 1957, and on 
May 25th and 26th the notorious ‘Baeren Division’ of West Berlin 
intends to hold a Reich meeting. Workers! Protest against the meet- 
ing planned by HIAG on May 18th and against the Baeren Division 
Meeting on May 25th and 26th! Demand through your trade unions 
that the senate forbid these meetings as well as all fascist. and 
militarist organisations! Do not give way an inch to the forces of 
reaction!” 


3. Pensions and Compensation for Leading Nazis 
3.35 million marks in General's pensions 


The West Berlin senate has only crumbs left over for the victims of 
fascism. Compensation and pensions are denied to hundreds, or their 
applications are held up for years. The governments of the various 
provinces in West Germany have protested to the Bonn government 
against its practice of delaying and refusing payments to applicants 
in their provinces. The governments of Great Britain, France, Den- 
mark, Norway, Greece, Belgium, Holland and Luxemburg protested 
in identical notes against the Bonn draft law of February 21st 1957 
which envisaged nothing but charity measures. The notes made it 
clear that such measures were not adequate but were an insult to 
the former prisoners. 

Italy and Austria identified themselves with this view and Switzer- 
land presented demands for compensation. Bonn sabotages compen- 
sation for other nationals as well as for Germans. 

On the other hand, consistent and generous help in the form of 
enormous pensions and compensation payments is granted to senior 
and top officers of the nazi Wehrmacht and to former leading civil 
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servants of the nazi state. This occurs' in West Berlin as well as’ in 
West Germany. These donations to active supporters of fascism, 
rewarding them for their former misdeeds, are provided for by the 
same Law 131. Senator for Internal Affairs Lipschitz stated at the 
18th Session of the West Berlin Parliament on July 15th 1955: 
“The exceptionally high pensions which, I understand, have also been 
under discussion in the West German Federal Parliament, paid to 
persons who played a prominent part in recent German history, are 
not paid out by the Berlin senate according to Berlin laws, but on 
the basis of the famous Article 131 Law. The figures given in the 
Federal Parliament are not entirely correct, but I can pass them on 
to you: We pay between 1500 and 2100 marks a month in pensions to 
46 former high military officers in Berlin.” 
He had to admit at a West Berlin parliamentary session on Decem- 
ber Ist 1955 that his own figures did not give a full picture. In fact, 
122 leading nazi pensioners, mainly generals, and 166 widows and 
orphans of fascist office holders pocket an annual sum of 3.55 million 
marks in pensions. Single pensions are in some cases as high as 
2500 marks and the average is 1500 marks. As Lipschitz stated: 
“In the case of generals the monthly payment is always considerably 
more than 1000 marks. In most cases we pay a general’s pension of 
1844 marks or 1547 marks a month.” 
Recognised victims of fascism in West Berlin, on the other hand, 
receive an average monthly pension of 170 to 180 marks. In view of 
this fact it is pure cynicism when Lipschitz, who is responsible for 
the handling of both—the huge payments to nazis and the hundreds 
of refusals to recognise the claims by victims of nazism—declared in 
parliament on July 15th 1955: 
“But I should not like to make any secret of the fact, Herr Meyer, 
that when I think of these figures, I myself sometimes fail to under- 
stand—and I do not mean only our authorities, but also the general 
tendencies—how it comes about that some matters connected with 
compensation proceed so sluggishly, while others are settled so easily.” 


The Fascists See Good Times Ahead 


The Law on Article 131 of the Constitution forbids West German 
administrative offices and courts to refuse or reduce pension claims 
because of the political aims pursued by fascist institutions. This 1s 
expressed in a summing-up by the West Berlin District labour court. 
Dr. Loellke, former chairman of the Berlin Chamber of Doctors had 
received a life-time contract from the nazis. He asked to be paid the 
allowances which would have been due to him according to his con- 
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tract and these were granted, although his claim was based on his 
post in a definitely national socialist institution. The summing-up 
states: 
“The formulation in Article 131 upon which the court must. base its 
decision leads to the conclusion that the court is not permitted to 
indulge in any expression of opinion about the special political aims 
of the former Reich Chamber of Doctors and its branch organisations.” 
Such decisions and such practices gave former fascist officers and 
civil servants the signal to come forward with the most shameless 
financial demands. As early as in summer 1955 they presented a draft 
law which would completely restore all the claims they ever had 
during the nazi period. In this connection Senator Lipschitz stated: 
“Tt have recently been handed a draft law prepared by the Association 
of Persons Damaged by Denazification. I do not know whether you 
have already received copies of it. If so, I should recommend that 
you devote half an hour of your holiday to reading it, in order to 
judge the impertinence with which the demand is made to remove 
what they call the ‘Documents of Injustice’, and to restore all their 
rights which existed up to 1945 and which, as they say, have been 
taken from them simply because they had recognised a party and 
stood up for a government supported by this party.” 


He forgot to add that these things have only become possible 
because his government has for years practised a policy which 
supported and encouraged these fascist. elements. 


Julius Lippert, former nazi Mayor of Berlin, now deceased~ 
well-known on account of his memoirs: “Laugh and Hide Your 
Tears” (Druffel Publishing Company) in which he sought to justify 
his activities—-demanded on December Ist 1955 a tide-over sum of 
$0,000 marks. 


Johannes Engel, Berlin’s former nazi city councillor for communi- 
cations, the founder of the notorious “National Socialist Factory 
Organisation” (NSBO) in the Berlin City Transport Corporation, had 
the impudence to demand rehabilitation before a Berlin court. He 
demanded his full pension as well as compensation for his time spent 
as prisoner of war. Engel is known as a fanatical nazi who behaved 
abominably to his fellow workers ever since 1933. After the seizure 
of power he advanced rapidly to the rank of SS Brigade Leader. 

The West Berlin paper “Die Mahnung” published in August 1957 a 
list of former Gestapo officials who had entered claims to get their 
Gestapo period of service recognised as a basis for the amount 
of their pensions. Nine out of the nineteen persons mentioned had 
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served at least ten years in the nazi police. The decision of the 
Senator for Internal Affairs is not yet known. Here is the list: 


i A 
ae, 


Official Title Name Born Position in: From: To: 
Police Inspector Helbing, Willi 22. 7.1909 Gestapo HQ 1841 1945 
Criminal Senior Emmersleben, Erich 5.1.1914 Gestapo Berlin 1938 1945 
Assistant 
Criminal Secretary Kania, Josef 28. 4.1900 Gestapo Berlin 1933 1945 
Criminal Secretary Guenther, Joh. 29. 7.1991 Gestapo Berlin 1941 1945 
and Halle 
Criminal Secretary Gohlke, Walter 2.1.1993 Gestapo Berlin 1939 1945 
Criminal Secretary Fischer, Friedrich 6. 9.1898 Gestapo Berlin 1933 1945 
Teschen & Prague 
Criminal Secretary Altmann, Joh. 26. 2.1905 Gestapo HQ 1935 1945 
Criminal Senior Hayn, Wilhelm 5. 1.1903 Gestapo HQ 1937 1945 
Secretary - 
Criminal Senior Holzhaeuser, Walter 26. 9.1896 Gestapo HQ 1933 1945 
Secretary 
Criminal Senior Mehl, Gerhard 11. 1.1904 Gestapo HQ 1940 1945 
Secretary 
Police Councillor Quoss, Kurt 28. 7.1904 Gestapo HQ and 1933 1945 
State Police 
_ Prague 
Criminal Secretary Voelkner, Bernhard 6. 11.1904 Gestapo Berlin 1937 1945 
and Vienna 


Criminal Secretary Below, Walter 7.9.1901 Gestapo Berlin 1934 1945 
Criminal Commissar Heublein, Adolf 9. 2.1903 Gestapo Vienna 1935 1945 


and Agram 
Criminal Secretary Prasdorf, Fritz 18. 12.1902 Gestapo HQ 1936 1945 
Vienna and 
Aachen 
Criminal Secretary Burckhardt, Martin 21.10.1901 Gestapo Berlin 1939 1945 
Senior Inspector Stubbe, Erwin 26. 2.1999 Gestapo Berlin 1934 1945 
Criminal Secretary Daubitz, Otto 17.11.1999 Gestapo Berlin 1935 1945 


Senior Inspector Krumrey, Theodore 12. 4.1893 Gestano HQ, 1934 1945 
Section Recklinghausen 


In September 1957 the former SA Storm Troop Leader Curt Buch- 
mueller of Kreuzberg claimed compensation of 70,000 marks for the 
“loss” of a factory which had been seized from a Jewish fellow 
citizen in 1939. In addition to this he demands 7,000 marks com- 
pensation for the period after 1945 when he was interned for crimes 
against humanity. Buchmueller was already leading SA commandos 
in Leipzig in 1932. From there he came to Berlin in 1932 as SA Storm 
Troop Leader of SA Storm Banner III/8, where he led his gang in 
attacks on workers and in meeting-hall brawls. Buchmueller was 
adjutant in the so-called “Blood Castle”, a notorious SA den in the 
Friedrichstrasse 234. On January 30th 1933 he dragged the Social 
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Democrat, Herz, and other Social Democrat officials of the Kreuz- 
berg district administration out of their offices in the Town Hall and 
beat them up. Some of them were thrown down from the third floor 
windows into the courtyard. Their shattered bodies were gathered 
up in the night and sent to the morgue as “unidentified corpses”. 
The competent West Berlin court merely issued the verdict that he 
could not be reinstated in public service and that he had no pension 
claims, 


These shameless demands by fascist elements are only possible 
because of the lenient policy of the West Berlin senate. 


Secret Bank Accounts of Nazi Leaders in West Berlin 


High nazi officials or their relatives have secret bank accounts in 
West Berlin. Enormous sums have already been transferred by 
various illegal transactions to West Germany, where these persons 
are able to dispose freely of their ill-gotten gains. A law proposed 
by the Senator for Internal Affairs which would have put these 
accounts at the disposal of the City of Berlin was prevented by 
Senator for Justice Kielinger (Christian Democratic Union). 


“The court cannot simply invalidate the property rights of an SS 
leader. It has to fix a fine according to the financial status of the 
accused.” 


(“Telegraf”, June Ist 1956.) 


Thus the view is taken that leading Hitlerite officials’ crimes and 
responsibility for the war are neither established nor important 
enough to justify immediate confiscation of their property. Confis- 
cation of this property would, as Herbert Ohning, chairman of the 
Berlin court of final appeals claims, have nothing to do with “feel- 
ings of revenge”. It would in fact be only a very small compensation 
for the crimes they had committed. Herbert Ohning (Social Demo- 
crat) on the other hand—as is well known—advocates the exclusion of 
members of the Socialist Unity and Communist Parties in West 
Berlin from all benefits which the Compensation Law may provide 
for them. 


Private West Berlin Banks Seek to Hide the Property of Former- 
Nazis 


Delbrueck, Schickler & Co’s Bank, responsible manager Dr. Friedrich 
Ernst, former nazi bank commissar, responsible for the liquidation 
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of Jewish property, today chairman of the West German Economic 
Research Commission. 

The Berlin Commercial Company (Berliner Handelsgesellschaft), 
responsible manager Hans Weltzien. Up to 1945 he was a member 
of 27 boards of directors, today he is a member of 25 boards and is 
also on the board of directors of the West Berlin stock exchange. 


These two hanks have played enormous sums into the hands of pro- 
rinent nazis. The heirs of Rosenberg, Hitler, Goering, Goebbels, 
Ley, Kaltenbrunner, Hadamowsky, Dr. Morell, Hoffmann and Freisler 
have had free access to their money, despite the fact that it was 
sequestered. While millions went hungry, these people have been 
able to live in their accustomed luxury. 


Secret accounts, so far discovered, amount to at least 19,400,000 

Reich marks and 511,000 West German marks. There is an additional 

2 million West marks’ worth of landed property. Details of the 

following bank accounts are known: 

Goering: Securities to the value of 8,515,054 Reich marks. 

Bank accounts to the value of 280,000 marks and interest 
accounts to the value of 40,143 marks. 

Reich Leader and Minister of Interior Frick: Securities to the value 
of 1,151,721 Reich marks and a bank account containing 
7,150 marks. 

Reich Propaganda Minister Goebbels: Landed property valued at 
113,000 marks. 

Reich Leader and Director of the “German Labour Front” Dr, Ley: 
Two estates worth a million marks. Also jewellery. 

Reich Foreign Minister von Ribbentrop: Three estates worth 50,000 
marks. Property worth 473,776 Reich marks, discovered at a 
later date. 

Kaltenbrunner (bank account under the name of Artur Scheidler): 
funds to the value of 2,277,625 Reich marks. 

“People’s Court” President Freisler: Two estates worth 80,000 marks. 

Reich Photo Reporter Hoffmann: Property to the value of 1,142,107 
Reich marks. 

SS-Oberstgruppenfuehrer Daluege: Securities to the value of 541,147 
Reich marks. 

SS-Obergruppenfuehrer Krueger: Bank accounts to the value of 
112,686 Reich marks. 

Dr. Morell, Hitler’s personal physician: An estate valued at 10,000 
marks, 
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p’Alquen, Editor-in-Chief of the “Schwarze Korps”: Two estates 
valued at 60,000 marks. 

cA-Obergruppenfuehrer and State Secretary for Finances Reinhardt: 
An estate valued at 156,000 marks. 

Helene Bechstein, who financed the publication of Hitler’s “Mein 
Kampf”: Three bank accounts to the value of 196,400 West 
marks, 471,725 Reich marks and 38,162 dollars. 

Darrée, Reich Leader of the Office for Agrarian Policy of the Nazi 
Party: 200,000 Reich marks. 

Bohle, state secretary in the Foreign Ministry: 40,000 Reich marks. 

SS General Pohl: 400,000 Reich marks and securities. 

Seyss-Inquart, Reich Commissar for the occupied Netherlands: 
150,000 Reich marks. 

Suendermann, Reich Deputy Press Chief: 220,000 Reich marks. 

Thierack, President of the “People’s Court”: 100,000 Reich marks and 
securities. 

Weiss, Editor-in-Chief of the “Voelkische Beobachter”: 335,000 Reich 
marks. 

Amann, SS-Obergruppenfuehrer, President of the Reich Press 
Chamber: 1 million Reich marks. 


The trial against Hoffmann was called off, because, as court president 
Ohning declared, “he could not regard him as a main culprit—(“Welt 
am Sonntag”, September 29th 1957). 
According to Ohning, the following investigations have still to be 
made: 
“It must for example be decided what is to be done with the pro-. 
perty of Freisler, Schirach, Speer, Hess, Goering and Goebbels, If the 
court does not intervene, the art treasures stolen by Goering will 
become the property of his widow, and Schwanenwerder Island will 
remain in the possession of Goebbels’ heirs. There is thus a con- 
siderable amount of clearing up still to be done.” 
The same Herbert Ohning (Social Democrat), who wastes no words 
on the exclusion of honest democrats from compensation, intends to 
conduct proceedings against nazis like the above-mentioned Freisler 
and those who were mainly responsible for the Second World War 
“in a humane way”: 
“The climate, too, has changed very much. Those affected and the 
members of the court no longer face each other as accused and 
public prosecutor. They now sit down at one table and negotiate 
together. Those affected are not to be discredited, but shall only be 
only be required to pay a certain reparation.” 
(“Welt am Sonntag”, September 29th 1957.) 
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The nazis are respected as citizens, the anti-nazis are subjected to 
emergency law again—that is the “front line” policy, pursued by 
right-wing Social Democratic leaders together with the Christian 
Democratic Union. 


4. Fascist Organisations Incite to Murder 


This support given to fascist elements, which is in fact far more 
extensive than the facts stated here indicate, makes it understandable 
why it is possible for fascist organisations today to assert their am- 
bitions and to incite openly to murder in West Berlin. The following 
statements show that even the generous altitude of Lipschitz, Socia} 
Democratic Senator for Internal Affairs cannot protect his party 
from being insulted and threatened by the fascists whom he pro- 
tects. As in 1933, the Social Democratic Party and the trade unions 
are the next victims on the lists of the fascists after the outlawing 
of theCommunist Party. Thegeneral tenor of all meetings and sessions 
of the Stahlhelm and the various militarist associations may be 
gathered from the following quotations. 


Fascist Claims to Power 
“We must be the strong arm of the parties calling for national 
union; physical and not only material contribution is the decisive 
thing.” 
(Stahlhelm Leader Grammelsdorf, July 18th 1957, Stahlhelm Meeting 
in Lichterfelde-West.) 


Incitement to murder Socialists and Trade Unionists 

“We have the task of creating a unified Soldiers’ Organisation, for 
there was only one Wehrmacht. This is also the task in West Berlin. 
It is particularly necessary here, in order to show our mailed fist to 
the ‘Reds’ of the Social Democratic Party, the Socialist Unity Party 
and the trade unions.” 

Kyffhaeuser Bund Colonel Stollberg, March 6th 1955, in Schultheiss 
Restaurant near Zoo station in West Berlin.) 


“The leaders of the munition workers’ strike in the First World War 
ought to be hanged today, as well as the leaders of the metal workers’ 
strike in Schleswig-Holstein, for they are traitors. If we had been 
there the lamp-posts would not have held their weight.” 

(StahlheIm Leader Luebeck, Charlottenburg, July 12th 1957, German 
Party meeting in Cumberland House, West Berlin.) 

“The trade unions ruin business with their strikes and perpetual 
wage demands, they drive the German people towards chaos.” 


(Dr. Hoffmann, German Party meeting, January 18th 1957.) 
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“Trade union funds must be confiscated and used to make up for 
the damage they have done.” 

(Stein, Zehlendorf, German Party meeting in Kreuzberg, January 15th 
1957.) 


Demands to drive the Social Democratic Party out of Parliament 


“What are the Social Democrats anyway? Low-down fellows, pro- 
letarians in frock-coats who dirty the chairs they sit in and meddle 
in Senate affairs. They ought to be smoked out as quickly as 
possible.” 

(Stahlhelm Leader Kohl, Neukoelln, in a Stahlhelm meeting in 
Restaurant Stonke, September 6th 1956.) 


“Out with the shoemakers, mechanics and bookbinders from the 
administration and in with Prussian civil servants! Then we shall 
get an economical administration. Berlin must never again be con- 
trolled by the reds.” 

(Dr. Ricarda Lotter, German Party, German Party meeting, Decem- 
ber 12th 1956.) 


“Red control of West Berlin must be broken. We need a government 
free of Marxists.” 
(von Heinitz, German Party meeting, July 12th 1957.) 
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Dr. Neumann, former Senior War Court Councillor of the Nazis, 
Now Senate president of the West Berlin District social bureau, 
joined the nazi party on May Ist 1933. His membership No. was 
1,881,931. 


. (above) Dr. Neumann’s membership card No. 3674 to the National 


Socialist Lawyers’ Association, which he joined on June 19th 1933, 
(below) receipt for payment he made to the nazi party assistance 
fund. 


.A letter from Dr. Neumann to his family, written as early as Nov- 


ember 14th 1939 from Poland. Writing of his work, he says there 
is a great deal to do, as many as four new cases a day, and 
“everything must be finished off as quickly as possible. I shall 
probably be able to live up to my reputation as a ‘bloody judge’”’, 
On March 27th 1945, Neumann was still expecting victory. He 
writes about devastated villages and refugees wandering along the 
roads. “But I hope this will soon be over. The time must come 
when we can strike back.” 


. Ludwig Wendel was sentenced on February 15th 1939 by Dr. Froh- 


lich to expulsion from the German Labour Front because he had 
“committed crimes against the disciplinary order” of the Labour 
Front. Expulsion meant concentration camp and death to him. In 
the document it is stated that: “Anyone who is not prepared to 
subject himself to state leadership and who constantly works 
against measures for the reconstruction of the German Fatherland 
has no place in the ranks of the working German people.” 


.On September 11th 1956 Ludwig Wendel’s widow was refused 


recognition as a victim of fascism in West Berlin because she is a 
member of the Socialist Unity Party and of the German-Soviet 
Friendship Society. 


.8. Frau Schmirgal, widow of a murdered antifascist, received 


notice of refusal to recognise her claim to compensation as a victim 
of fascism on May 6th 1957. The reason given was that “she herself 
admitted in the supplementary questionnaire which she had handed 
in on July 10th 1956 that she has been a member ‘of the. Socialist 
Unity Party and of the Free German Trade Union Federation since 
1946 and that at the time of the division of Berlin in 1949 she had 
herself expressed the wish to work for the East Berlin Transport 
Company, for which reason she was also excluded from money 
exchange privileges since 1951”, | 
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Adolf Hitler hat anqeorduct, Dah familie Sarteimitqtiche Bes insite je 
liaise yee ben Geitrag yur Gilfstaffe leciten und damit die Le eat penal ied an bie 
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Heine Liebent 


Heute eittag schon suren Brief Nr. ¥Y erhalten, or trae den oteapel 
you 13.31. 14 Uhr ebenda, konisch, dsB dieser Brief so sehneil 
hier war. Der Zeitungrbrief ict deceagen noch nicht da, vielleicht 
koaat ex jetzt 1/2 5 ait der .bendport. 
Hier sonst nichts Neues. Dirse doche wird wohl hier noch hingehen. 
8 wird langsen lengweilig.hiear. Jer Lokalber ich reizt uuch nicht 
menr, ef iet dosh alles iasr wieler dussolhe. conntag sbend war 
ich iit #itteau aus, gescern wir bei ihm grokde Uienstvarea ailing 
@lier Heeresrichter unserar ariee, dir huben jetzt sAchtig au tun. 
Die otraefsuchen rollen air so an, jeden tee alndestens % neue 
GCeuchen. Toh hin jetzt aur ercten  teffel vervetat, aleo inner ait 
 beia General, haben auch einen «igenen «ogan, Jenn wenn es aeiter 
i conte wird fiir ee er Sct wi Gin sein, und dag ou8 alles 
, || mOglichst » Bnell arletigt werden, Ja werde ich ieinea Ne ten 
, | *Siatrichter™ #ohl shre woehen, ; 


Halte Dich weiter an das Ofengescnaft in Hermsdorf, vielleicht pabt 
es doch einmal. 

An das Postscheckamt werde ich von hier aus morgen nochmal meine 
yon meinem Oberinspektor (Wietzke,der aeZt. Hund's Nachfolger beim Ab- 
Wicklungeseth war und immer so langsam eprach) beglaubiete Unterachrift 
nebvat VYolimachtertellurg an Dich schicken.Damit es vorléufig anch ao 
geht, bis ich dag vorgeschriebene Fowmmular ausgefiillt habe. &* 


ume Gester: war ich in Glatz,der alten Festung-Schine Fabrt auf der sog. 
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BdderetreckeeHier mache ich jetzt jeden Mittag meine n Spaziergang im 
bergigen Kurpark.Scimee ist weg.Sonnabend hatte ich bei schauderhaftem 
Wetter cine Bxemtion. 

Heute besuchte nich unser Armeearzt,ein alter Bekannter.Du kennst 
ibn such aue Schwerin vom Mendver her,wo Du mit Waldemar mich auf dem 
Guteahof besuchtest,und vom Bali aus Verleberg her, Oberstarst Dr-Lottner. 
Br wubte noch,daB mich da der Mund in die Hose gebissen hattesDas war 
wor 10 Jahren. 

Wer hatte vor 10 Jahren am 40.Mare das gedaoht4?i 10 Jahre Fhekrieg. 
Davon iiber die Hilfte aus der Ferne ! Wir sind um vieles vereoeenyy worder 
Ob wir das alleg noch mA] nachhoben werden 2774.7? 

Liebes Herz ! Halte dieses letate Jahr dureh ! Argere Dich nicht Pe 
viel,es gent doch vieles drunter und driiber { Wir werden alles schon 
wieder hinkriegen ! Hauptsache ist,eir hleiben alle gesund and wohl 
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Liebes Herz!f 
Bin seit Sonnabend unterwegs und seit vorgestern Abend hier bei 

| Wunderlich.war gerade im Begriff abzufahren,als ich hérte,da@ hier 
einer dienstlich nach Serlin fahrt. 
War schwer eingespannt,die letzten Nachte kaum geschlafen Hatte 
schon in der Nacht von Sonnabend/Sonntag an Dich geschriebden,weil mein 
Patient nach Yorgeu sollte und der Segleiter den “rief mitnehmen, woll- 
te.Da es aber nichts wurdejst die Briefubermittlung hinfallig geworden 
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: Wie ich eben fernmiindlich von meinem Oberinspektor horte,ist : 
fiir mich keine Post da.Hoffentlich dist Ou und diedinder wohlauf. / 
Mir geht es soweit gut.War oft in dicker Luft.Nicht schon, diese : 
f Anblicke fer frei herumstreifenien Rinder,KUhe mit *uterbrand,ver- : 


. 


lassene Wohnungen,@recks mit BevGlkeruns,iie gerade noch so davon geke¢ 
kommen ist,brennende dautsche Jorfer usweAber horfentlich hat das | 
bald ein ende.Mal mu doch 3ér Augenblick kommen,wo wir Yucickseh lager 
Schreibe doch jetzt bitbe an mich unter folpender Anschrirt: 
Oberstrichter Dr. Neumann 
. Wehrmachtkommandantur’ Berlin 
~ Abt.Krimschild - 


a 


| 5 Ses sca ge UU W235 


ce a 


ludencorrtstrake 28 


Yon dort fahrt alle awei Tage ein Kurier hier her.Von hicr leitet 
man den Mrief vofort weibver.Venn mGelich,cib den 8rief dort selbst 
ab. 3 
Ich wuiite sonst 2.¢t. nichts weiter zu berichten.Bin sehr m ide t 
und abgespannt.Noch 3 Stunden Fahrt fdurch's Gebirge.Freue mich auf ' 


mein Bat und Bett Servis aber vor 2@ Ubr nicht da sein. q 
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Also daher Sechlué! i 

Alles Gute ! Pad auf,da8 ou den anschlub nicht verpast! 3 


Grife auch an die dinder ! t 
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Bs. Dr. Prohlian 
om 15. Februar 1739 


fiir Hecht erfannt: — - 


oer Beschuldirte Wird fur 
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Cn B sechuldéixten wird zug, hast & 1 gt, durch politi.- 
eche Straffélligkest obrenrlhrig fon Bestroding n der 
D uteeh n Arbdc its frong Suwidergehand -i¢ und dacit ge- 
En § 2 abs.l der hrene and Disziplirarordnung der 
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Entschidigungsamt Berlina Berlin W 35, den . 5 Mai 1957 on 
GeechZ: ILI J 10 : ogee ange ane 


Reg-Nr: 24 587 Fernruf: 710513, Apparat: 525 


Mit Postsied. Erk. — Byte Hekennteis! 


Sprechzeiteo: Dienstag wad Deavornteg 


Meewrtr au vou 8—bie- 16:30-Lby 
Selna Schmirgal - 8.30-14.00 Uhr 
berlin N 65 
Edinburger Str. 2% 
Bescheid Ne. 
Avi den Entechadigungeantrag vor 19,Januar 1956 —-fimtagebogerr —- des (der) 
Herm Frau Scehwirgal ged. Raschke _ Selma, Kiara 
geboren am 19-Mai 1898 in Neutomischel/Posen — : 
wohnhaftin “eriin N 65, Edinburger Str. 23 2 
als Witwve ; » pach dem (der) verstorbenen 
Herren #r Sehmirzal - Penna: : ; Otto , 
geboren an 15,lezember 190 io Bentschen on * 
Braridenburg/Gorden Verfoigte(r). 


certerben am 2u Oktober 4944 in 
, 


Revotlmichtigter gesetzlicher Vertreter {Yormund, Pfleger u. dgl.): 


wohnhaft in 
ergeht folgender Bescheid: 


1) Pie anf Grund des Bundesgesetzes zur Eatechadizung fir Opfer der nationalsozialistischen Verfolgang 
(BEG) vom 29. Juni 1956 (BG BLT 5S. 559 GVBI. S. 764) in Verbinduog mit dem Gesetz fiber die Ent- 
schidigung der Opfer des Nationalsuialismus vor 1. Januar 1951 in der Fassung yom 21. Febr. 3952 
{GVB).S. Hl) und den dazu ergangenen Anderungsgesetzen geltend gemachten Anspriche auf Ent- 


shid ¢ung wegen Sehadens 


an Leten (4) 
an Freiheit (C) 


werden abgelehint 
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Begrindung: 


Ber Yerfolgte, Bhemunn der Antragstellerin, war vor 1933 
Mitglied der KPD, und zwar Landtagsabgeordneter, Stadt- 
verordneter und Keichstagskendidat. Ausserdem sar er Mit- 
glied der widerstandsgruppe "Uhrig". Nach den Angaben der 
aAntvegstellerin sei der Verfolgte aus dies=-. Griinden 


vor Au-ust 197% bis September 1934 in Berlinuna 
Esterwegen 
yon Oktober 1949 bis Dezember 1939 in Berlin und 
vom 4.Februar 1943 bis 24.O0ktober 1944 in versehic- 
denen Haftastalten 


inhatiiert gewesen und am 24.Cktober 1944 auf Grund des 
Todesurteils des Volksgerichtshofes vom 5.September 1°44 
im Zuchtheis Brandenburg/Gorden wegen Vorbereitung zum 
Hochverrat und Feindbegtinstigung hingerichtet worden. 


tie Antragstellerin macht daher Anspriiche wegen Schadens 
un Leben und Freiheit nach ihrem verstorbdenen Ehemann ¢gel- 
tend. Sie begehrt hierfir Geldentschadigung. 
ler Antrag ist form-uni fristgerecht gestellt. 

Die Ortliche Zustaéndigkeit “erlins gemiss § 185 Abs. 2 

trae § “} 45 ¢4 . . . ; 
6442.2 SEG ist gegeben, weil der Verfolgte vor Gem 3].be- 
zenber 1952 verstorben ist und seinen letzten Wohnsitg in 
Berlin (vest) und damit im Geltungsbereich des Gesetzes 
hatte. 


~ 


Ser nns» ruck 28t- jedoch nicht begrtindet. 


vemass ; 6 Atus.l]l Ziff.2 BEG ist von der Entschadigung aus- 
eegenlo: en, wer nach dem 23.Mai 1949 die freiheitliche 
senokruticche Grundordnung im Sinne des Grundgesetzes be- 
kempit hat. 


hee Yoruussetcungen sind in cen vorliegenden ?a¥l fiir 
Pcie antragsteilerin -e¢;eben. 


fie hat suf dem ait Datum vom 10.Juli 1956 eingereichten 
Zusatzfregeboger selbst angegeben, seit 1946 der SED und 
jem FDGE anzugehiren, ausserdem hat sie im Jahre 1949 bel 
Ger Speltung der Berliner Verkehrsbetriebe (BVG), vei denen 
die Ant agstellrrin seit 1945 beschaftigt ist, selbst den 
funsch ea&uSert, bei cer Ost-EVG gu arbeiten, und ist auch 
geben i rer Ein. tellung seit 1951 vom Lohnumtausch ausge- 
Scllos serv. 


Die Mit liedschaft eines Einwohners Westberlins, der nicht 

Zu> Mit liedschsft in dor SED oder ihren Massonorganisationen 
regwuns n wurde, ist ab-r als elu Ausschliessungsgrund im 
Cinne ‘es § 6 Abs.1 “iffer 2 BEG anzusehen, weil in dem rings 
von der sov.jetischen Besatzungszone umgehener Yestberlin die 
Mitgiledsehaft in Jer S£D ocer den Massenorganisationen ein 
étfentliche, Bekenntnis zur Gewaltherrschaft darstellte und 
a@aher vurch cie aufrechterhaltung der Mitegliedschaft der 

‘ille zur Hereitschaft, cie freiheitliche demokratische Grund- 
orinung ¢u vekampfen, besonders betont wurde. 


ter antrug sear diner altzuleh: en. 
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ll. Renewed Persecution of Antifascist Fighters 


A second period of persecution began for resistance fighters 
and for victims of nazism after the division of Berlin by the Western 
powers and their West German supporters. All those who protest 
against the revival of militarism and fascism, warn of the dangers of 
atomic warfare and take their stand for peace are again subject to 
discrimination and persecution. 


Following the division of Berlin more than 4.000 victims of the nazi 
regime had to exchange their original red identification cards, which 
had been issued by the Allies, for white cards, thus indicating to the 
newly established assistance centre that their holders need not be 
given any further medical or financial assistance. Anti-nazis who 
had been indemnified by furniture belonging to former nazi function- 
aries were obliged to return it. 


Injustice receives legal sanc'ion 


A pseudo-legal basis had to be found for these undemocratic meas- 
ures. Consultations on the Berlin Compensation Law were held 
during a West Berlin city parliament session on October 26th 1950, 
in the course of which Social Democratic Deputy Ohning, applauded 
by Christian Democrats, made the following statement: 


“We have spent a very long time debating point 3 of paragraph 2, 
dealing with the third group of persons to be excluded from com- 
pensation: ie., those who, as supporters of a totalitarian system, op- 
pose the institutions of our democratic state. Such legislation has 
become necessary because the persecuted persons had been victims 
of a totalitarian system and it seemed to us unbearable that in- 
demnities, imposed upon us by the actions of a totalitarian system, 
should continue to be paid to supporters of another totalitarian 
system. To do this would seem to us irresponsible in view of the fact 
that in the event such an exception were not made, the law would 
entitle people to claim assistance who actually are supporters of a 
totalitarian system, and would give them the right to receive money 
from the city of West Berlin, whose very existence and democratic 
administration they are trying to destroy. 


(“Quite right!”"—Christian Democratic Union members.) 


We must also bear another point in mind. I recall the diary of the 
former Minister of Propaganda who, in the days of the Weimar 
Republic, made jokes about democracy paying its enemies. He was 
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quite right to make fun of the Weimar Republic in this respect. We 
want to prevent such things happening here (“Very good!’—Social 
Democratic members), and we shall exclude from compensation out 
of public funds anybody who does not recognise our state, and even 
threatens to destroy our democratic state. (Enthusiastic applause.) 
Any other procedure would be incompatible with the meaning and 
the spirit of the law.” 


(Stenographic reports, Vol. 1, No. 61, p. 707.) 


On the basis of this statement paragraph 2, section 3 of the law con- 
cerning the status of victims of political and racial persecution was 
passed unanimously; and the same happened later to paragraph 6, 
section 7. This meant that recognition and compensation were denied 
to all those who were members of allegedly totalitarian*) organis- 
ations or who openly opposed remilitarisation, collected signatures for 
the abolition of atomic bombs or protested against the revival of 
militarist organisations in West Berlin and West Germany. Compens- 
ation was refused to all those—several thousand persons in all—who 
epenly championed a peaceful solution of the German question, so 
that by the end of 1955 court proceedings in compensation cases 
were little more than a farce. The hearings of such cases lasted little 
more than five minutes and merely constituted a formality to 
abolish the petitioners’ rights before the court and the compensation 
authorities. Hundreds of honest people who fought against fascism 
and militarism were refused recognition. 


Kurt Hundsdoerfer, a Berlin-Charlottenburg worker, who 
had been in prison for more than twelve years under the nazis, was 
one of those who applied for recognition as a victim of fascism. 
Despite repeated appeals his application—a clearly justified one—was 
rejected by the 6th civil senate of the appeals court on May 30th 
1952. Hundsdoerfer is a member of the Socialist Unity Party. Re- 
ferring to Ohning’s statement which we quoted above, the court of 
appeals commented: 
»Thus it is perfectly clear that the authors of the law intended to 
exclude from compensation under the law of January 10th 1951 all 
those who, through membership of an organisation pursuing totalit- 
arian aims and fighting the democratic state form, proclaim them- 
selves supporters of a totalitarian system—no matter in what way 
and to what extent support is given to such organisation. I admit 


*)—not only the Socialist Unity Party, but also such organisations as the 
Democratic Women’s Federation, Free German Youth etc, are regarded 
as totalitarian. (trans.) 
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that the speaker of the opposition was right in stating that the word 
‘fight’ is here not used only in the sense of using force, but also in 
its broader spiritual and ideological sense—that the law does not 
stress the importance of the individual as such but that of his associ- 
ations.” 


Again and again in West German and West Berlin legal pronounce- 
ments the unfounded assertion is made that the Communist Party 
of Germany and the Socialist Unity Party of Germany are totalit- 
arian organisations which aim at the destruction of democracy. No 
convincing evidence has ever been brought to prove this allegation. 
Nevertheless, hundreds of resistance fighters have been denied their 
rightful compensation and pensions on this pretext. 


Payment of compensation was made dependent on filling out an 
additional and discriminating questionnaire. In hundreds of cases 
“unsatisfactory” answers to questions contained in it have led to 
refusal of recognition. In order to keep the numbers of recognised 
victims of fascism as low as possible, persons who were members of 
the Communist Party before 1933 were also refused recognition. 
Members of the Association of Victims of the Nazi Regime and of 
the Association for the Democratic Cultural Renewal of Germany 
were also refused recognition. Of the nineteen organisations listed 
in the questionnaire, only three are actually neo-fascist organisations. 
A mere refusal to fill out the questionnaire meant deprival of com- 
pensation or pension. 


1. Fascist Terror Verdicts Are Considered Legally Valid 


The West German state and its leading politicians are following in 
Hitler’s footsteps. Like the nazis they persecute people who hold 
Marxist views or sympathise with them. Yet at the same time they 
try to give their actions an appearance of legality. These manceu- 
vres, however, are disproved by their open acceptance of fascist 
sentences. It is a fact that West German and West Berlin judges 
reject applications by victims of fascism on the grounds that sen- 
tences passed by nazi courts for political offences were justified and 
therefore legally valid. West Berlin courts have proceeded on this 
horrifying principle for years. The following facts show that as far 
back as 1951 nazi legal practice meant more to them than the fight 
against the nazi regime. — In statement No. 1706 of the Berlin Com- 
pensation Office, Decision Nr. C 6 to Willi Becker, Berlin N 65, 
the compensation authorities bluntly declared the following: 
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“We regret that we cannot give our legal assent in the case before 
us, The applicant was sentenced to four years’ hard labour in a 
legally valid court case for treasonable activities, He has served his 
sentence. The sentence was based on his membership of the illegal 
Communist Party. The aims of the Communist Party and its affiliate 
organisations were, as can be generally assumed, the destruction of 
the government—of whatever type—and its replacement by a govern- 
ment of the Soviet type. This aim was pursued during the national 
socialist period as well as during preceding periods of democratic 
government in Germany. The accused’s actions corresponded to a 
punishable offence and would have been followed up and punished 
even before the take-over of power by the national socialist regime, 
In these circumstances the necessary proof of a typical nazi measure, 
as stipulated under Article 1 of the Compensation Law, is lacking. 
The situation is not altered by the fact that after the seizure of power 
by the national socialists the traitorous aim of creating a left-wing 
radical totalitarian regime could only be achieved through the des- 
truction of nazi power, so that the aim of the deed for which punish- 
ment was meted out was necessarily also directed against the nation- 
al socialist regime. 


“The serverity of the sentence and the way in which it was carried out 
also give no grounds for assuming persecution in the sense of 
Article 1 of the Compensation Law. The offence was already punish- 
able before the seizure of power by the national socialists, and a 
punishment of similar severity with the same intent might also have 
been expected elsewhere in any democratic state. The Compensation 
Law regulations must not be allowed to serve. the purpose of provid- 
ing compensation to applicants who had no intention of restoring a 
democratic order but were intent upon setting up another totalitarian 
regime,” 


This was not the only case of this kind. 


Builder’s mechanic Erich Grosse, Berlin W 35, applied for com- 
pensation for his imprisonment from April 7th 1937 to May 3rd 1945 
and for injuries to his health. Grosse was sentenced to hard labour 
for illegal anti-nazi activity and thrown into a concentration camp. 
The 14th civil senate of the West Berlin appeals court explained 
that the compensation applied for could only be paid if there had 
been an “especially serious breach of general human rights”. This 
was denied in this case. 
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“The mere fact that the applicant was punished for preparing high 
treason, i. e. for a criminal offence, which has been and still is 
punishable in all states and at all times, is thus not sufficient to 
Justify a claim for compensation, even if the applicant also acted out 
of political conviction. 


“He was sentenced in a legally correct trial in the appeals court for 
preparing high treason and served the term of imprisonment for 
which he now wishes to receive compensation. As a matter of prin- 
ciple it is, however, not possible to consider a sentence passed for a 
criminal offence as a measure of violence, whatever the motive for 
the offence may have been. 

“As these numerous sentences show, active membership of the Com- 
munist Party was already regarded as traitorous and punished during 
the Weimar Republic. 

“If the applicant took part in meetings of the Communist Party, which 
had in the meantime been forbidden and continued to work illegally, 
and was even active for this party in the sense that he distributed 
rebellious propaganda, for which reason he was then legally punished 
by a legally conducted court trial, this cannot be regarded as national 
socialist injustice inflicted upon him during the period of national 
socialist rule. 

“Insofar as the applicant was sent toSachsenhausen Concentration Camp 
after serving his prison sentence, this could perhaps be regarded as an 
injustice inflicted by national socialism. This, however, according to 
the law, would only justify a claim to compensation for loss of 
liberty if the court had intended to jail the applicant as an opponent 
of naticnal socialism, i.e. because of his political convictions, but not 
if it intended to prevent his further illegal activity in the forbidden 
Communist Party. The real grounds for his confinement in a con- 
centration camp were, however, no longer ascertainable. This, how- 
ever, was not the point at issue, since the applicant has in any case 
no claim to compensation. He is excluded from compensation on 
account of his former membership of the Communist Party, accord- 
ing to Paragraph 2, Section 4, No.4 BEG (Federal Compensation 
Law).” 


Resistance to nazism was thus a criminal action which was justly 
punishable. Concentration camps are regarded by the West Berlin 
appeals court as perfectly natural and justified protective institu- 
tions of the nazi state. The fact that Grosse had joined the Socialist 
Unity Party after 1946 aggravated the case against him. For this he 
was fined 50 Marks in January 1953 when found in possession 
of two Socialist Unity Party pamphlets in West Berlin. These are the 
two aspects of West Berlin judical practice. 


Former Concentration Camp Victims are Presented as Criminals 


The decision on the application for compensation submitted by Frau 
Ilse Grundwald, b. Mueller, Berlin SW 29, shows how every- 
thing possible is done to whitewash nazism, Willi Grundwald, 
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husband of the applicant, had been sent to prison for illegal activity 
and thrown into a concentration camp after having served his 
sentence. In April 1945 he was brought with many other concentra- 
tion camp inmates on board the ship, “Cap Arcona”. The ship was 
attacked by British airplanes and sunk after the Commandant had 
refused to obey the British order to bring the ship into harbour. It 
was proved that the commandant had had express orders from 
Himmler to destroy the 8,000 prisoners on board. Nevertheless, the 
appeals court upheld the unbelievable statement made by the Berlin 
Compensation Office that Willi Grundwald did not die as a result 
of nazi persecution. 


“The Compensation Office has rejected the anplicant’s claim—Decision 
No. 15,057, May 12th 1953—on the grounds that the death of her 
husband was not due to national socialist persecution but to an 
accident of war. 


“Such cases of death in connection with national socialist persecution 
are not subject to compensation, since there is no adequate causal 
connection between persecution and death. The removal of inmates 
of the Neuengamme concentration camp to the ship was not intended 
as a measure for their destruction, but to protect the people of Ham- 
burg against the concentration camp inmates.” 


A German appeals court has the impertinence to express the opinion 
that the population of a German city had to be protected against 
concentration camp inmates—in other words, antifascist fighters 
were criminals or beasts. This decision also constitutes a defence of 
nazi legal practices. 


“The mere fact that the husband of the appellant was sentenced for 
preparing high treason, i.e. for a criminal offence which was and still 
is punishable in all legal states, is thus alone not enough to justify 
her claim for compensation, even if the husband of the appellant had 
acted out of political conviction. What matters is his action itself 
which led to the sentence. According to the evidence in the prosecut- 
ion statement, which can be assumed to be the main evidence on 
Which the trial was based, the husband of the appellant was sen- 
tenced because he was in possession of communist literature, had 
assisted in its distribution and had taken part in illegal meetings. 
The husband of the appellant had thus not confined himself within 
the bounds of freely expressing political opinions but had worked 
for the aims of the Communist Party, of which he was a member 
and which he continued to serve illegally. It does net alter the situa- 


tion that his action was at the same time directed against national 
socialism, 
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“If the husband of the appellant was sentenced in legally conducted 
court proceedings for activities in favour of the Communist Party, 
which had in the meantime been forbidden but continued to work 
illegally, this cannot be regarded as national socialist injustice in- 
flicted upon him during the period of national socialist rule. He was 
punished for traitorous activity, which was punishable at all times— 
also previously to the period of national socialist rule—and is punish- 
able again today. 

“Thus the sentence of one and a half years’ imprisonment passed 
against the husband of the appellant for traitorous activities can only, 
according to the above reasoning, be regarded as a national socialist 
act of violence insofar as the punishment exceeded the necessary 
limit. In any case, the removal of the husband of the appellant to a 
concentration camp after he had served his sentence must be con- 
sidered as a national socialist act of violence not justified by the 
crime itself, but intended to remove him as a political opponent.” 


Discrimination Against Political Persecutees Because 
They Belong to Democratic Organisations 


Following a decision of the Federal Supreme Court whereby appli- 
cants’ claims to compensation had to be legally recognised, the Upper 
Administrative Court, presided over by Senate President Dr. Hegel, 
struck a further blow against democracy and democratic legal pro- 
cedure in January 1956. The above mentioned Erich Grosse was 
refused recognition as a victim of political persecution. 


The new Recognition Law for political, racial and religious victims 
came into force on May 6th 1956. According to this law any person 
can be refused recognition who has publicly expressed any sort of 
dissatisfaction with the present system, for instance by taking a 
stand against fascism and militarism, or joining certain organisations 
which are legally recognised in both parts of Germany. Paragraph 6, 
section 3 and 4, stipulates that the following are excluded from 
recognition: 

“people who since November 30th 1948 supported a totalitarian 

System or 


those whose persecution under national socialism was the result of 
a chance action.” 


In the preamble a difference is constructed between ‘democratic” 
persons who fought against nazism and members of the Socialist 
Unity Party who fought against nazism. 
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“Thus the Recognition Law is not intended to provide compensation 
for material or physical losses, but shall mainly constitute a 
recognition of convinced democrats who are qualified to be counted 
amongst those persons worthy to receive special social help, in 
particular of those democrats who fought and suffered for their 
democratic convictions even under the suicidal conditions prevailing 
in the ‘Third Reich’. There is in this connection no contradiction in 
the fact that victims of racial persecution, who were collectively 
discriminated against, are recognised without having to prove that 
they fought against national socialism. Victims of racial persecution 
were—as one may say—the ‘born’ enemies of national socialism, and 
the assumption can therefore be made—individual cases may prove 
exceptions—that they were in favour of a democratic state. 


“Since the law intends only to recognise democrats, it is clear that 
those to be recognised must also be in favour of today’s free western 
state form and its judicial order if they wish to take advantage of 
the special privileges provided by the Recognition Law.” 


Between October 1956 and June 1957 alone forty West Berlin 
resistance fighters were refused recognition by the Senate as victims 
of political and racial persecution. This non-recognition led to a 
contradictory legal position. Recognition cases must now, according 
to the third Federal Supplementary Law, be dealt with by the com- 
pensation courts. According to the Compensation Law compensation 
must be granted in the case of simple members against whom 
nothing else can be proved. But according to the Recognition Law 
these rights have to be invalidated. This is clearly a breach of the 
Bonn Constitution, Article 3, paragraph 3. 


We give three examples to illustrate this: 
Anna Wendel, Berlin SO 36 


Anna Wendel’s husband was imprisoned for five years by the nazis 
and he died from the effects of his imprisonment. She herself was 
also imprisoned for five years. Her application for compensation was 
rejected on September 11th 1956, because she is politically organised 
and because she has attended meetings in the Eastern Sector of 
Berlin. The West Berlin court accepted her appeal and recognised 
her again on the basis of these facts. The West Berlin Senator for 
Labour and Social Affairs, however, entered an appeal against’ this 
decision on the following grounds: 

“According to official information you are a member of the Socialist 

Unity Party and of the German-Soviet Friendship Society, You are 
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thus a supporter of a totalitarian regime and agitate in this sense. 

In addition it has been proved that you attend meetings in East 

Berlin. You show by. this behaviour that you reject the democratic 

order ruling in West Berlin. You can therefore not take advantage 

of its institutions.” | | 
This characterizes the entire position confronting the victims of 
political persecution in West Berlin. 


A similar appeal was entered by the Senator for Labour and Social 
Affairs on May 22nd 1957 against the decision of the lower court in 
the case of Karl Fissmer, Berlin N65. Karl Fissmer was for a 
time employed as door-keeper by the Socialist Unity Party, and for 
this reason alone—despite his age—his pension was stopped. 


Recognition of Paul Seidlitz, Berlin-Ploetzensee, was rejected on 
July 25th 1957, on the following grounds: 
“As has been ascertained, you were a candidate for the Socialist 
Unity Party in the Charlottenburg district elections in 1954. In ad- 
dition you are a member of the German-Soviet Friendship Society. 
You thus favour the aims of the said party and its organisations, 
which fight against the democratic order in West Berlin and in the 
German Federal Republic.” 
There are many parallels to this example. In general, all those who 
were candidates of the Socialist Unity Party—a legally recognised 
party in West Berlin—in city or district elections, and all those who 
took an active part in election campaigns and in the elections them- 
selves (on behalf of the Socialist Unity Party, trans.) have been ex- 
cluded from compensation and refused recognition as victims of 
political persecution. Thus citizens who make use of their legitimate 
democratic rights to vote for any legally recognised party and to 
work for it are placed under emergency law and punished. An 
appeal was entered in the Federal Supreme Court in Karlsruhe 
against these decisions, and on July 7th 1956 the Federal Supreme 
Court handed down the following decision: 
“A person with claim to compensation who votes or campaigns for 
candidates of the Socialist Unity Party or is himself a candidate of 
this party in an election to which the Socialist Unity Party is ad- 
mitted, neither assists a regime of violence in the sense of para- 
graph 1, section 4 of the Federal Supplementary Law, nor does he 
fight against the free democratic basic order.” 


Elementary Democratic Rights Are Disregarded 


However, the West Berlin Senate and its judicial authorities. pay no 
attention to such Federa! Supreme Court decisions. Withdrawals of 
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recognition which had already been pronounced were never rescinded 
after this basic decision was handed down, and many other with- 
drawals were pronounced on the same illogical grounds. 


The West Berlin Association of Victims of the Nazi Regime presented 
23 such cases of non-recognition at a press conference on April 11th 
1956. The examples given there, which were of course ignored in the 
West Berlin press, are still of considerable interest. They show that 
the most elementary democratic activities, such as membership of 
the Association of Victims of Nazism or public statements against 
atomic warfare, are sufficient to cause nonrecognition. The examples 
win new significance at present, since non-recognition of a number 
of those affected has again been confirmed in appeal court decisions, 
Some of these decisions were also based on candidature for the 
Socialist Unity Party or campaigning for it in an election. 


Special mention should be made of the case of Professor Paul 
Oestreich, the well-known West Berlin educationist. In the 
initial proceedings (1950), in the appeal (1954) and in a court case 
(1955) Professor Oestreich was deprived in turn of his allowances, 
his right to compensation and his pension as a victim of nazism. 
Charges against him include his candidature for the Socialist Unity 
Party, his employment as lecturer in the department for higher 
education of the East Berlin democratic city administration (until 
September 1950), his publications on the educational system in the 
German Democratic Republic and his attendance at peace meetings. 
The appeals court decision of November 14th 1955 betrays obvious 
fear that Professor Oestreich, who enjoys a high reputation in 
wide circles may by his example win over too many people to the 
policy of the Socialist Unity Party. The following comment was 
made on his candidature in the West Berlin elections on December 
Sth 1954: 


“He has thus supported the rule of force of the Socialist Unity Party 
and at the same time fought against the free democratic order. The 
fact that he has always appeared under his own banner and his 
unquestioned reputation as an educationist lend his support an im- 
portance far beyond his own person. If an individual whose expert 
knowledge and experience is widely recognised openly supports a 
cause, his example will influence others and the cause will be 
furthered.” 


Willi Schirrmeister of Berlin-Mariendorf lost his right to 
recognition as a victim of political persecution in 1954. This arbitrary 
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decision was confirmed on February 13th 1956 in an administrative 
court; the ground given was his candidature for the Socialist Unity 
Party during the elections of December 1954. Willi Schirrmeister was 
sentenced to fifteen years’ hard labour in 1937 by a nazi “people’s 
court”. He was in prison for eight years and suffers from serious 
heart trouble as a result. 


Kurt Kuenzel of Berlin-Ploetzensee was refused recognition in 
1955 and this decision was upheld in the arbitration court in 
January 1956, because he had acted as chairman of a Socialist Unity 
Party election meeting in a restaurant. He had spent eight years and 
eight months in jail during the nazi period. 


Friedrich Bialluch of Berlin-Schoeneberg was _ refused 
recognition because he had pasted up posters for the Socialist Unity 
Party before the 1954 December elections. 


When recognition was rescinded in the cases of Bernhard 
Klappert, Wilhelm Liebig, Otto Arndt, August 
Prenzlow, Robert and Martha Erdtmann and Fran- 
ziska Abendroth there was no evidence whatever which could have 
justified such action. Evidence in each case was based on informers’ 
evidence or suspicion. There was no evidence that any of them 
belonged to any so-called totalitarian organisation, or that they had 
taken part in any other action regarded as punishable by the West 
Berlin senate (such as taking part in demonstrations or collecting 
signatures against the city’s “front line” policy. Only Bernhard 
Klappert and August Prenzlow received recognition again when they 
appealed. 


Herr and Frau Luscher were deprived of recognition as victims 
of nazism as early as 1952. Herr Luscher is still chairman of the 
Association of Victims of Nazism in Berlin-Reinickendorf. 


Herr und Frau Habi of Berlin-Moabit were denied recognition as 
victims of nazism because they are members of the German-Soviet 
Friendship Society. 


Refusal of recognition to Emma Beyer of Berlin-Tempelhof 
who is not a member of any political party, is a ludicrous example 
of the arbitrary methods of the West Berlin authorities. Emma 
Beyer was seriously ill as a result of her four years’ hard labour 
term under the nazis. Through the good offices of the Association of 
Victims of Nazism she was sent to the Charité hospital in East 
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Berlin. This provided the authorities with the following grounds for 
refusing recognition: 
« .,. since you show by your way of living that you support a 
totalitarian system which is directed against the democratic state 
form.” 


Frau Beyer died on October Sth 1955 without having received any 
kind of support from the senate in West Berlin. 


Frau Helene Behmann of Berlin-Charlottenburg was refused 
recognition on February 13th 1954 because she had taken part in a 
demonstration protesting against the behaviour of occupation troops 
after a child had been shot and seriously wounded on the Wannsee 
public bathing beach. In a similar decision handed down on 
July 15th 1955 the appeals court had to admit that this was not 
sufficient to prove “that she actively supported the aims of the 
Socialist Unity Party”. Frau Behmann was nonetheless refused 
recognition. 


Andreas Becker war refused recognition on the following 
grounds: 
“Your recognition as a former victim of persecution can however not 
be confirmed, since you as West Berliner have been excluded from 
the money exchange (exchange of East marks for West marks at the 
rate of 1:1 instead of at the black market rate—trans.) because you 
receive ration cards in East Berlin.” 


In one case only—that of Erich Ziegler of Berlin-Neukoelln—the 
sole reason given for refusal of recognition was that Ziegler was a 
member of the Socialist Unity Party. 


Protest Against the Danger of Atomic Warfare 
a Punishable Offence 


In a number of decisions the attempt to collect signatures calling for 
the prohibition of atomic weapons was enough to cause refusal of 
recognition as a victim of nazism. 


Else Sternberg of Berlin-Spandau was sentenced to ten days’ 
imprisonment by an emergency court for attempting to collect 
signatures. The only evidence produced were two unsigned forms. 
This was enough to cause her the loss of recognition. 


Frau Sternberg’s case is interesting. because a certain Dr. Goercke 
prosecuted in the emergency court which passed the sentence in 1950. 


44 


This Dr. Goercke was oppointed General Public Prosecutor in: 1956 
at the suggestion of the Berlin Senate. It is an established fact that 
Dr. Goercke was a member of the SS, the SA and the Nazi Party. 
He was a faithful follower of Hitler, was appointed senior public 
prosecutor in the appeals court in 1936 and senior public prosecutor 
in 1939. This jurist with a fascist past now holds the important post 
of General Public Prosecutor in West Berlin. 


Herr Heinrich Volz was refused recognition in an appeal before 
the upper administrative court on the grounds that he had discussed 
the danger of atomic weapons with other people in his own home, 
This shocking decision was based entirely on a so-called investigation 
report. 


Anti-Semitism and Liability of Relatives 


Frau Lilli Lang of Berlin-Neukoelln was sent with her entire 
family to Auschwitz concentration camp as a Jew when she was six- 
teen. She is the sole surviver of the family. She has never received 
a penny in compensation and has not been recognised as a victim 
of nazi persecution. The decision against her recognition was handed 
down on February 25th 1956 and confirmed by the West Berlin 
administrative court on July 1st 1957. In addition to her member- 
ship of the Socialist Unity Party and of the Association of Victims 
of Fascism it is considered as a black mark against her that the main 
tenant of the apartment in which she lives put out a red flag an 
May Ist 1954 and was sentenced to prison for political agitation 
according to Order No.501. This decision. goes even a step further 
than the notorious nazi habit of making relatives responsible for 
each other’s conduct. 


The 77 year old pensioner Alfons Mattert, who had spent two 
and a half years in prison and concentration camp, was refused 
recognition as a victim of nazism. The Socialist Unity Party had 
rented an office in his apartment. This situation, which existed since 
1946, was sufficient to cause Mattert to lose his pension. Senate 
official Loeffler explains this as follows: 


“Regular meetings of persons, who fight, with you against the demo- 
cratic state form in West Berlin take place in your apartment.” 


This decision was confirmed at a session of the administrative court 
on October 29th 1956. 

In the case of Herbert Allenstein, refusal to recognise him 
as a victim of Nazism is based on his having collected signatures 
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against the production of atomic weapons; the sentence against him 
was even worded in openly anti-semitic terms. Refusal of Mr. Allen- 
stein’s appeal was confirmed by the administrative court on 
July 12th 1954. 


We quote the following remarkable statement from this decision: 


“The fact that later in the year 1943 the parents of the applicant 
were deported cannot, as the applicant believes, serve as evidence 
that the applicant was threatened with arrest four years earlier, in 
1939.” 


This means that von Malotki, the chairman of the court, is of the 
opinion that Allenstein, as a Jew, need not have emigrated in 1939 
because nothing could have happened to him in that year. 


Von Malotki obviously cannot recall that the scandalous Nuremberg 
Laws, commentated by Dr. Globke, had already been in force four 
years in 1939, that the terrible “Crystal Night” had occurred in the 
previous year and that thousands of Jews had already been arrested, 
maltreated, tortured and murdered. 


3. Refusals and Delays in Paying Compensation to 
Victims of Nazism 


While the Senator for Labour and Social Affairs, Bernoth (Christian 
Democratic Union), chief of the department which deals with 
recognition of victims of nazism, tries his best to refuse recognition 
to as many persons as possible and to cut off their pensions, the 
Compensation Office sabotages and delays the formal proceedings 
wherever the applicant is known to be a person who still opposes 
militarism and fascism. The whole procedure in the compensation 
courts recalls the procedure in the “people’s courts” of the nazi 
period. It is so strenuous, physically and spiritually, that many 
people, especially the old and the sick, are unable to go through with 
it. Applicants have to give the most minute details of their anti- 
fascist activities and they are questioned in minute detail, too, about 
their present social activities. Judges put trap questions so as to 
discover reasons for refusing recognition. 


The application for compensation entered by Frau Emilie 
Mehlis on August 2nd 1955 was rejected on June 13th 1956— 
Decision No. 56,610. Frau Mehlis, a 92 year-old widow, applied for 
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compensation for the loss of her son, who was executed by the nazis 
on August 26th 1943. A similar application had already been refused 
in 1952. Justification for abandoning this very old lady to misery 
and poverty was the fact that she was a member of the Socialist 
Unity Party, the Democratic Women’s Federation, the Association of 
Victims of Nazism and the German-Soviet Friendship Society 
in 1951. 


Compensation for the loss of her husband, who was murdered by 
fascist elements on August 20th 1952, was refused to Rose 
Schoenherr by the compensation office, the Berlin District court 
and—on June 3rd 1957—by the 17th civil senate of the appeals court. 


Fritz Schoenherr had been sentenced to five years’ hard labour and 
five years’ loss of civil rights by the nazis in August 1936. His wife 
was refused compensaticn because he had been a member of the 
Socialist Unity Party until 1951. In addition: 

“She herself is also a member of the Socialist Unity Party and was 


a Socialist Unity Party candidate in the Berlin parliamentary elect- 
ions in December 1954.” 


There are two especially interesting points about these proceedings. 


1. The (West German) Ministry for All-German Questions, specially 
created for the purpose of organising underground activities. in 
the German Democratic Republic, was quoted in the course of the 
proceedings. Totally false and distorted statements about Schoen- 
herrs position in the German Democratic Republic were made 
and accepted. 

2. The summing up contained the following statement: 

“Even in enterprises outside Berlin... the applicant’s husband was 
known as a Socialist Unity Party functionary, for these enterprises 
protested against his alleged murder by fascists.” 


This is the “evidence” which “proved” that Schoenherr was a leading 
official in the G.D.R. Not only are doubts expressed as to whether 
Schoenherr was really murdered by fascist elements, but it is also 
assumed that workers in the German Democratic Republic would 
not protest against a murder by neofascists if the murdered man 
were not known to them personally. 


Karl Jannasch, of Berlin-Charlottenburg, applied for com- 
pensation, which was refused by the Compensation Office on 
February 5th 1954—Decision No. 34,341. The reason for refusal was 
that Jannasch had not filled in the supplementary questionnaire. 
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This decision was confirmed by the Berlin District court on 
June 19th 1954. On May 23rd 1956 the appeals court recognised in a 
partial decision a compensation to the value of 3,720 marks on the 
grounds that the applicant could not be proved to be an active 
member of the Socialist Unity Party. On May 16th 1957 the 
1G1st civil chamber of the Berlin provincial court rescinded and 
rejected the decision. The new decision reads in part as follows: 


“In addition, it is nothing new for the accused to distribute leaflets, 
He already considered this a natural thing to do when fighting 
national socialism in the old days. He stated before the appeals court 
on August 1%th 1955 (Bl. 66R. supplementary papers) that he had 
been questioned in 1936 at police headquarters whether he had 
distributed leaflets, and that he had denied this at the time, since it 
could not be proved against him. He was therefore sentenced to only 
two years’ hard labour and three years’ loss of civil rights for having 
been in contact with illegal ‘fighters’. The accused was therefore 
already quite aware of the fact that the distribution of seditious 
leaflets was a rebellious action.” 


This means that antifascist activity is not recognised in West Berlin 
today, but is regarded as a misdemeanour, 


The widow SelmaSchmirgal, Berlin N 65, applied on January 
19th 1956 for compensation for damage to life and liberty for her 
deceased husband. The application was rejected by the compensation 
office on May 6th 1957 on the grounds that: 


“On the supplementary questionnaire dated July 10th 1956 she 
admits that she has been a member of the Socialist Unity Party as 
well as of the Free German Trade Union since 1946 and that when 
the division of the Berlin Transport Corporation occurred in 1949, 
where. she has worked since 1945, she herself had expressed the wish 
to work with the East Berlin Transport Ccrporation. On account of 
her attitude the West Berlin authorities stopped her right to exchange 
her wages at the official rate. 


“If an inhabitant of West Berlin who was not forced to join, is a 
member of the Socialist Unity Party or its mass organisations, this 
is a ground to exclude him in the sense of Paragraph 6, section 1, 
no. 2 BEG, since in West Berlin, which is surrounded by the Soviet 
Occupation Zone, membership of the Socialist Unity Party or of the 
(East German) mass organisations reveals the person’s agreement 
with the rule of force and thus indicates his readiness to fight against 
the free democratic order of the West. 


The application must therefore be rejected.” 
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Spying for West Berlin Politicians 


An application by Alfred and Helene Stumpe for com- 
pensation for their son, who was murdered by the nazis in 1934, was 
confirmed by the Berlin provincial court on February 29th 1956. The 
Berlin compensation court appealed against the decision. 


Alfred and Helene Stumpe’s son was sent to a concentration camp 
in 1933 and he took up the illegal struggle again on his release, until 
his murder in 1934. The West Berlin compensation court expressed 
doubts of this and referred to nazi statements that Paul Stumpe had 
committed suicide when he was again threatened with arrest. 


Alfred Stumpe was at that time over eighty vears old, blind and a 
pensioner. His wife was over seventy. Both were politically 
organised. Entirely on the basis of statements by police spies, Frau 
Stumpe was accused of being politically active. No proof of this 
could ever be obtained in interviews with other tenants in the house. 
An addilional factor against them was that they had both given 
their signatures in support of Socialist Unity Party election pro- 
posals in Charlottenburg before the 1954 elections. In the appeal 
against the provincial court decision, the compensation office stated: 


“It is requested that, in view of the special situation obtaining in 
Berlin, the previous legal decision concerning the couple’s membership 
of the Socialist Unity Party and its organisations be reconsidered.” 


This interference by the compensation office delayed payment of 
compensation until both Alfred and Helene Stumpe were dead. 


West Berlin Ignores Basic Legal Principles 


The cases of Schmirgal and Stumpe are particularly clear examples 
of the way in which the law is misused in the interests of the 
Senate’s “front line city” policy. In both cases it is openly admitted 
that the “special situation of West Berlin” requires special measures. 
In other words, West Berlin legal practice contradicts the basic 
decisions and also a number of individual decisions handed down in 
West Germany, although even in West Germany it is no longer 
possible to speak of constitutional legal practice. We give two ex- 
amples to show that, in contrast to West Berlin, there are com- 
pensation courts in West Germany which have not yet allowed them- 
selves to be misused for unconstitutional proceedings. 
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On June 5th 1957 the compensation chamber of the Hannover pro. 
vincial court recognised Heinrich Briam’s application for com. 
pensation. The compensation authorities had rejected his application 
on February 13th 1957 on the grounds that Briam was a full-time 
worker for the Communist Party before it was declared illegal in 
West Germany. 


“According to Article 21, paragraph 2 of the Constitution the uncon- 
Stitutionality of a political party can only be established by tho 
Federal Constitutional Court. Failing such decision by the Federa] 
Constitutional Court it is assumed that the party confined itself 
within legal limits.” 


A similar decision was handed down by the Lueneburg provincia] 
court on April 5th 1957 in the case of Friedrich Steinmetz, 
who had also been a fulltime Communist Party worker. His claim, 
which had been rejected by the compensation authorities, was up- 
held. The following grounds were given: 


“The fact that the applicant is a confirmed communist and supported 
the Communist Party until it was forbidden, was for a time first 
secretary of the Lueneburg Communist Party group and finally a 
full-time employee of the party cannot be regarded as resistance to 
the free demccratic basic order in the sense of the basic law... 
The Communist Party was dealt with by the Federal Constitutional 
Court as a legal party until it was forbidden.” 


The hostile attitude of the West Berlin senate and of the ad- 
ministrative and compensation courts in West Berlin dangerously 
threatens the health of resistance fighters. If they are excluded from 
recognition and compensation they are forced to live on unemploy- 
ment or social assistance and in case of illness they can only claim 
7.50 marks a month for medicine. The compensation law, however, 
provides that persons who fought against nazism and suffered injury 
to their health. can claim medical treatment, or a pension if they 
are more than twenty-five per cent incapacitated. 


Only in very rare cases is it possible to obtain from West Berlin 
doctors a statement that poor health is a result of illtreatment 
during the nazi period. The medical examination generally begins 
with a long political discussion, questions as to why the patient was 
imprisoned, how long the sentence was etc., and the result is usually 
a statement that the patient is suffering from symptoms of old age. 
The compensation authorities do not of course recognise this as 
grounds for compensation. 
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4. Striking at the Stomach 


Other measures, such as withholding pensions and dismissal from 
work, are also used to make West Berlin citizens toe the line. This 
applies not only to resistance fighters who were victims of nazism, 
put also to other citizens if they protest against the revival of 
militarism and fascism after the division of Berlin, join democratic 
organisations or champion the cause of peace. 


Refusal of Pensions 


Frau Susanne Ehrenfeld was sentenced to six years hard 
labour by the nazis in 1943. She retained her anti-nazi political views 
after 1956. Recognition as a victim of nazism was withdrawn from 
her on February 2nd 1953 and her pension was stopped. Even her 
ordinary invalid pension was stopped, simply by declaring her 
healthy, although her health had suffered severely during imprison- 
ment. Sick and unable to work, she had to manage for years on an 
ordinary welfare allowance. And as she still did not alter her 
political attitude, further measures were taken. Her son, an invalid 
with an amputated leg, had found work as an apprentice in East 
Berlin after a vain search in West Berlin. He was excluded from the 
right to exchange money at the official rate, on the grounds of his 
mother’s political attitude. In reply to his request to be allowed to 
exchange his wages at the official rate, the Senator for Labour and 
Social Affairs wrote on November 15th 1954: 


“The Senator for Labour and Social Affairs is empowered to issue 
special permits for these exchanges, but the same paragraph 
perscribes that discretion must. be used. The special worthiness of 
each applicant and his family must be established. Since the so- 
called ‘nationally owned’ enterprises exercise a very strong political 
influence in an easterly sense, young people who wish to train in 
such enterprises can on principle only be admitted to exchange of 
wages if their parents can provide assurance that the spiritual 
damage done there can be remedied by educational measures.” 


In fact, only those are admitted who are prepared to agitate against 
the German Democratic Republic and its socialist achievements. 


Finally, a food parcel sent to Frau Ehrenfeld for her birthday by the 
Association of Victims of Nazism was confiscated by the customs and 
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the bearer had to spend a night in gaol. These chicaneries had a 
serious effect on Frau Ehrenfeld’s health. After nine months’ illness, 
and a few days before her invalid’s pension was restored she died. 


Frau Hanna Ehler of Berlin-Friedenau received a civil servant’s 
widow’s pension, since her deceased husband had been a postal in- 
spector. On January 12th 1954 an investigation was initiated against 
her on the basis of the Federal Civil Servants Law because she was 
a member of the Socialist Unity Party. She won her case in the 
administrative court, but the West German Postal Service appealed 
against the decision. Frau Ehler’s pension was stopped for two years. 
She was spied upon and called up for questioning by the politica] 
police in order to find grounds for a continued stoppage of her 
pension. It was in fact stopped until January 31st 1956. Senate 
president Pauli of the Upper Administrative Court based his refusal 
to revise the decision on “breach of loyalty”. 


“The plaintiff is herself not a civil servant, which would make it: her 
duty to support the free democratic basic order at all times (Para- 
graph 52, section 2, Federal Civil Servants Law). But she enjoys the 
special care which the state gives to civil servants’ widows. The care 
of the state for civil servants implies the latters’ loyalty. If the law 
extends this care to their widows it must be required, as clearly 
stated in paragraph 167 of the law, that the loyalty of the civil 
Servant is carried on by the widow after his death and that there 
occurs no breach of it.” 


On February 13th 1957 the Fifth Chamber of the West Berlin ad- 
ministrative court, presided ever by administrative court director 
Richter, was compelled to reject a request for blocking the pension 
until 1959. Unlike the customary legal practice in West Berlin, it was 
stated that membership in a legal political party did not justify 
application of the provisions of the Civil Servants Law or stoppage 
of pension. The summing-up stated: 


“Mere membership in a political party which is not only legal, but 
which was permitted to put up candidates for the Berlin parliament 
at the last election, cannot be considered activity against the basic 
free order... 


“If there was no evidence of activity by the plaintiff against freedom 
and democracy, the defendant was not justified in withholding the 
plaintiff's pension again. This was a breach of her rights and has 
therefore been annulled.” 
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Despite the absolutely clear legal position the West Berlin postal 
service has appealed against this decision. This is further evidence 
that the Senate and the West Berlin authorities are the driving force 
behind West Berlin “front line city” policy. 


Hounded to death 


The retired teacher Anna Maestchen was literally hounded to 
death by the continual political chicanery of the West Berlin autho- 
rities. She was a practising Catholic and stood for peace from religious 
conviction. While coaching a child she asked the child’s mother to 
sign the Vienna Appeal of the World Peace Committee. This was 
used as an excuse to take legal action against her. She received a 
notice in July 1955 from the mayor of Reinickendorf, Duennebacke, 
that her pension was to be reduced to one third. She won her appeal 
against this in an extremely tiring court case. But she was called up 
for questioning again because she had helped prepare a meeting 
organised by the Democratic Women’s Federation to discuss the 
dangers of “comics” for young people. This happened on January 4th 
1956. Frau Maestchen was subjected to such treatment during the 
questioning that she returned home in a state of collapse. She told 
friends that she could not stand it any longer and then took her own 
life during the same night. The front line city strategists had gained 
their ends. 


Basic legal sentences are ignorend 


Herr Anton Lesske of Berlin-Lichtenrade was employed for 
years by the Berlin Gas Company. Since he was a member of the 
Free German Trade Union Federation, his West Berlin office placed 
him at the disposal of the central office of the Gas Company after 
the division of Berlin. Transfers of this kind were customary and not 
at all unusual. When he reached retiring age in 1954 he sent in his 
pension claim to the West Berlin senate. This was not recognised, on 
the grounds that he had allegedly been dismissed for political reasons 
in 1949. Herr Lesske took all possible legal steps. In three years of legal 
dispute through all possible channels it was finally decided on July 
2nd 1957 by the Federal Administrative Court in Kassel that Herr 
Lesske’s claim to a pension is justified. 
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The West Berlin senate—in this case especially Social Democratic 
Senator for Internal Affairs Lipschitz—know perfectly well that 
pension claims as well as other claims are fully justified and must 
according to present law be recognised. 

In this and in other cases the senate follows a policy of intimidating 
pensioners unversed in law, or of prolonging the proceedings until 
claimants die. 


Although the basic decision on Lesske’s case has been handed down, 
a number of other gas company employees whose right to pensions 
was rejected on the same grounds are still waiting to have this illegal 
measure rescinded. Amongst those who renewed their claims after 
the Lesske case had been decided are the following: 

Franz Guenther of Lichterfelde-West, Wilhelm Bauer of 
Mariendorf, Otto Koschke of Schoeneberg, Hermann Koch 
of Steglitz, Otto Kochmann of Tegel, Walter Dalichow 
of Mariendorf. 

Frau Katharine Hahn of Konradshoehe was employed in the 
Rudolf Virchow Hospital for many years until she was dismissed in 
September 1948 on account of political activities. Her pension claims 
have also been rejected. 


More Chicanery to Come 


On September 6th 1957 the 19th chamber of the Berlin Labour 
Court handed down a new basic decision according to which 
membership of the Socialist Unity Party can be used by Senator 
Lipschitz (Social Democratic Party) as grounds for refusal or 
withdrawal of assistance to former city employees. This will result 
in a new wave of persecution affecting hundreds of West Berlin 
workers and employees. The West Berlin authorities’ interpretation 
of cases connected with recognition as victims of nazism makes it 
practically certain that this new regulation will gradually nullify 
pension rights not only for members of the Socialist. Unity Party, 
but also for members of all other democratic organisations which 
are alleged by the West Berlin authorities to be “camouflaged com- 
munist organisations”. 


Refusal of Winter Assistance 


Every vear the West Berlin Senate excludes a large number of per- 
sons from the winter assistance granted by the West Berlin parlia- 
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ment. This again affects all those who do not proclaim their full 
support for “front line” policy. At Christmas 1956 several hundred 
persons were excluded because of their “totalitarian way of life” or 
their “communist underground activities”. A classic example is that 
of Hans Kubitza of Berlin-Neukoelln. Herr Kubitza, father of 
a child, has had a leg amputated. Assistance was refused him because 
he is a member of the Socialist Unity Party and the German-Soviet 
Friendship Society. Herr Kubitza, unlike most, appealed against this 
decision. His appeal was rejected by the Senator for Labour and 
Social Affairs on July 15th 1957 on the following grounds: 


“My decision of March 27th 1957 was ccrrect. The plaintiff's appeal 
for winter and Christmas assistance was refused because he is not 
qualified on the basis of Decision No. 76/1956 which states: 

‘Persons who stand for the abolition of the legal state and are in 
favour of a totalitarian ideology are excluded from (the above) 
assistance, because this is not a compulsory public assistance pay- 
ment.’ 

The plaintiff was excluded from winter and Christmas assistance 
because he is a member of the Socialist Unity Party and of the 
German Soviet Friendship Society.” 


Herr Kubitza’s appeal was rejected by the administrative court. 


Dismissals 


During recent years West Berlin administrative offices have taken to 
dismissing employees who are members of democratic organisations 
cr even have casual connections with the German Democratic Re- 
public. 


Between December 1955 and January 1956 seven employees of the 
Berlin branch of the Federal Printing Works were dismissed one 
after another at short notice. This was a planned action carried out 
with the help of the political police and the Office for the Protec- 
tion of the Constitution. Fechner, secretary of personnel director. 
Schmidt, did the necessary spying, questioning and dismissing 
without notice in a manner reminiscent of earlier Gestapo agents. 


Frinter Adam Kulka of Wedding, who had worked in the print- 
ing works for 38 years, and Erwin Holzmann of Treptow, were 
dismissed because they were members of the Socialist Unity Party. 
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Alfred Koeppe, who belonged to no political party, was dis- 
missed because he had visited his relatives in Thuringia in the Ger- 
man Democratic Republic. 


Charlotte Hannebohn, Charlottenburg, who also belonged 
to no political party, was dismissed because she had written a letter 
to the East Berlin newspaper “BZ am Abend”. Similar reasons were 
given for the dismissal of Spaeth, Schmidt and Granas. All 
those dismissed appealed before the labour court. The legal position 
was definitely in favour of the plaintiffs, but the Federal Printing 
Works refused to re-employ a single one of them. 


Herr Eduard Eichler of Berlin North was employed as a driver 
by the Schoeneberg Post Office. A case was brought against him on 
April 20th 1956 and he was put on half pay. He was accused of being 
a member of the Socialist Unity Party and of thus not offering a 
guarantee of his democratic attitude. The case was brought up with 
the intention of having him dismissed. The labour court confirmed 
this. obviously politically motivated dismissal. 


His son Adolf Eichler was a post office employee. He was 
questioned in the post office by two officials of the Federal Office 
for the Protection of the Constitution on March 14th 1957 and 
accused of being a member of the German-Soviet Friendship Society. 
When the case came before the labour court he succeeded only in 
getting his “dismissal without notice” changed into “dismissal with 
notice”. 


Herr Fredy Pape of Berlin-Neukoelln was dismissed without 
notice from the Tempelhof telephone construction office because he 
was a member of the German-Soviet Friendship Society. 


In view of this long established practice it can only be called cynical 
demagogy when West Berlin politicians, the West Berlin press and 
the western occupation authorities weep crocodile tears over meas- 
ures taken by the administration of the Eastern Sector of Berlin 
against East Berliners working in West Berlin. The exploitation by 
individual Berliners of the artificial exchange rate between East and 
West Berlin manipulated by the West Berlin “front line” politi- 
cians, must, in the interests of West Berlin workers and of all the 
inhabitants of the Eastern Sector, be prevented by reasonable meas- 
ures. It is strange that just those people should be against .such 
measures who themselves punish others for working in the Eastern 
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Sector. In their declaration the commandants of the western occu- 
pation authorities state: 


“A policy which would force people to make a choice between their 
homes or their places of work would be a direct blow to the common 
efforts of the four occupation powers who want to bring about a 
relaxation of tension.” 


The examples presented here show clearly that it is exactly such a 
policy which the West Berlin authorities have been practising’ for 
years. 


Fascist Killers at Work 


The suicide of the craftsman Bernhard Waltenberg of Berlin-Frohnau 
shows. that. the witch-hunt led by the West Berlin Senate has 
encouraged fascist elements to take up their practices again. 


Bernhard Waltenberg belonged to no political party and cooperated 
with the Reinickendorf Peace Committee. As a correspondent of 
French and Swiss newspapers he frequently expressed his opinion 
on neo-fascist and militarist tendencies in West Berlin, thus arousing 
the enmity of these circles in Reinickendorf. The Senate also dis- 
approved of his activities and made difficulties for him in financial 
matters. Contracts were withdrawn from him, taxes were rigorously 
exacted, so that he was finally faced with financial ruin. 


An action was brought against him for alleged breaches of Order 
No. 501, because he had collected signatures for the Vienna Appeal 
against the atom bomb. His firm and convincing attitude in favour 
of peace led to the quashing of the case in Moabit on December 23rd 
1955, 


But fascist elements in Reinickendorf left him no peace. He was 
constantly followed and on April 12th 1956 he was set upon and 
beaten up by three unidentified persons outside his own house. 
Constant political persecution and boycott in his work resulted in 
Waltenberg’s complete collapse. He committed suicide on June 8th 
1956. 


It can safely be said that the most consistent opponents of fascism 
and militarism, who are thus also the most consistent supporters of 
democracy, are exposed to the worst persecution and chicanery in 
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allegedly free and democratic West Berlin. Despite all protestations 
to the contrary, the Senate’s activities are concentrated, not on 
suppressing aggressive nazi leaders who are still at liberty or on 
checking fascist groups which are allowed to come ever more into 
the open, but on persecuting anti-fascists and all those who stand 
for democracy and peace in West Berlin. 
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Postscript 


The documents published here of course only illustrate a cross-section 
of the state-supported militarisation of public life in Welt Berlin. 


The dangers arising from this situation can only be removed if the West 
Berlin situation is fundamentally changed and a policy of peace and 
understanding is pursued in the whole of Berlin. 


Feace and quiet will reign in Berlin only if the proposals put forward by 
the government and organisations in the German Democratic Republic, 
especially by the Berlin Socialist Unity Party, the East Berlin administra- 
tion and by many West Berlin organisations and individuals are put 
into practice. These are: 


1. An end to the fatal “front line’’ policy of cold war and West 
Berlin affiliations with the NATO policy of Bonn. 


9. Removal of all former active Nazis from the West Berlin admini- 
stration, police and judicial system. 


3. Disbandment and outlawing of all espionage and sabotage 
agencies. 


4. Disbandment and outlawing of all militarist old Soldiers’ and 
SS organisations. 


5.Common action all over Berlin against the atomic and rocket 
rearmament of West Germany, and for a Central European 
zone free of atomic weapons. 


Common action in East and West Berlin against the deadly danger of a 
West Germany made into a stock-pile for atomic and rocket weapons 
would be the first big and decisive step towards a relaxation of tension 
within Germany, towards normalising conditions inside Berlin and 
towards transforming Berlin into a capital of peace. 
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